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Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis 
narged from the 
william O’Brien. : P 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
sary Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
george W. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 


« Lands, to which was referred the bill granting | 
he right of way to the Florida, Atlantic, and 
he rig 


Gulf Central Railroad Company through the public 
ands of the United States, and appropriating lands 
wo the State of Florida in aid of the construction 
of said railroad and branches, reported it with an 


amendment. . , bs 
He also, from the Committee on Printing, to 





further consideration of the petition of | 


i 
j 


Sevier, submitted a report, accompa- || 
ed by a resolution, ** That the prayer of the pe- | 
sitioner is unreasonable, and ought not to be grant- | 


which was referred the motion to print the memo- || 


ial of a convention of the citizens of Cafifornia, 
held in the city of Washington, reported against 
ihe printing of the same; and the report was con- 
curred in. ; 

Mr. BADGER, from. the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of Wil- 
iam Speiden, reported a bill for his relief; which 
was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the petition of G. C. 
Baylor, praying for a salary as United States con- 
w) at Amsterdam, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GEYER, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to pro- 
vide for holding an additional term of the circuit 
court of the United States for the district of Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

DISCHARGE OF STEAMERS’ CARGOES. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following reso- 


lution for consideration; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
wo inquire what, if any, alteration by law is necessary to 
prevent delay in the discharge of the cargoes of steamers 
from foreign ports. 


ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. DAWSON submitted the following reso- | 


lution for consideration; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office be authorized to employ a clerk for ninety days; to 
attend said committee, unless the committee shall find it of 
public advantage to continue hit longer. 

SENATE RESOLUTION MISLAID. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the message 
yesterday received from the House of Represent- 
atives in relation to a resolution passed by the 
Senate and lost or mislaid, and it was 

Ordered, That a copy of the resolution “ to establish cer- 
ain post routes,’ be sent to the House of Representatives, 
agreeably to their request. 

ENGROSSED BILLS PASSED. 

The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 

A bill to grant to the city of Burlington, in Iowa, 


the land heretofore reserved betw i I} : 
r reed that chy end | certain value—I think a very large value—and that 


the Mississippi river. 
A bill to extend the time for selling the lands 


granted to the Kentucky Asylum, for teachine tl 
deaf and dumb. ect ; ae 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 


_ Un the motion of Mr. JONES, of Lowa, the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
granting the right of way and making a grant of 
land to the State of Iowa, in aid of the construc- 
on of certain railroads in said State. 

| Mr. HUNTER addressed the Senate at some 
ength against the bill, and also against the amend- 
ment offered ‘by the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. 
ge DERwooD, and replied to the speech of Mr. 
UMNER, made on the 27th of Janu 


‘ last, in 
‘vor of thé bill, Mr. H. was followed by Mr. 
don’ in reply. These speeches will be found in 
ie Appendix. 


Mr. SUMNER. One word, if you please, Mr. 


37 


| still stands. 


| tempte 


| charge was without foundation. 
| say so? and on what ground? 
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President. TheSenator from Virginia | Mr. Hun- 
TER] has very*kindly given me notice that | am to 
expect a broadside from the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Unperwoop.] | For this | am prop- 
erly grateful to him. When,a few days ago, | 
undertook to discuss an important question in this 
body, | expressed certain views, deemed by me of 
weight. Those views I submitted to the can- 
dor and to the judgment of theSenate. [| felt con- 
fidence in their essential justice, and nothing which 
I have heard since has impaired that confidence. 
[ have listened with respect and attention to the ad- 


| dress to-day from the Senator from Virginia, as 


it becomes me to listen with respect and attention 
to everything any Senator in this body undertakes 
to put forth here. But Il hope to be excused if I 


| say, that in all that he has so eloquently uttered 


with reference to me, he has not touched bya 
hair-breadth my argument. He has ecriticised—I 
am unwilling to say that he has caviled at—my 
calculations; but he has not by the ninth part of a 
hair touched the conclusion which I drew. That 
And let me say that it cannot be suc- 
assailed in the way which has been at- 
to-day. 

1 said that injustice had been done to the land 
States, out of this body and in this body—out of 
this body, because I often heard them called ‘* land 
stealers’’ and ‘* land pirates;”’ in this body by the 


cessfull 


| Senator from Virginia, when he complained of the 


partial distribution of the public lands, and par- 
ticularly pointed out the bill now before the Senate 
as an instance of this partiality. I said that this 

And why did I 
a Because there was 
an existing equity (I so called it—nothing more) 
on the part of the land States as against the Gen- 
eralGovernment. And on what was this founded? 
On a fact of record in the public acts of this coun- 
try. Thatis, the exemption of the public domain 
situated in particular States from taxation. The 
Senator from Virginia has not questioned this 
fact; of course he could not question it, for it is 
imbodied in the acts of Congress. 

The next inquiry then was, What is the value 


| of this immunity from taxation, which I called an 
| equity on the part of the land States? 


In order to 
illustrate this value, I went into calculations and 
estimates, which | presented, after some study 


| of the subject—not, perhaps, such study as the 


Senator from Virginia has found time to give to it, 


| or such as the Senator from Kentucky, in the plen- 


| 


| 


| 


| tended to understate them. 
| that I hear, that 1 have understated them. 


itude of his researches, doubtless has given to it. 


| On those calculations and estimates f attributed a 


certain value to the equity in question, My cal- 


culations and estimates may be overstated; they | 


may be exaggerated. ‘The Senator from Virginia 
thinks them so. Other gentlemen with whom I 
have had the privilege of conversing, think them 
understated. But however this may be, it does 
not touch the argument. I may have done injus- 
tice to my argument by overstating them. I in- 
I still think, from all 
The 
argument, however, still stands, that these States 
have conceded to the General Government an im- 
munity from taxation; that this immunity has a 


this value constitutes an equity to which the land 
States have a right to appeal for bountiful, aye, 
for munificent treatment from the General Govern- 
ment. Has the Senator from Vigginia answered 
this? Can he answer it? 


But I[ forbear to go into the subject at this time. 


I arose omer to state, that as the Senator from 
Virginia has kindly given me notice that I am to 


expect a broadside from the Senator from Ken-. 


tucky, I am to regard what he said to-day, so far 
as I am concerned, simply as a signal gun. The 


| Senator will pardon me if I say it is nothing more, 
| for it has not reached me, or anything that [ said. 
| Meanwhile I await, with resignation and without 
| anxiety, the broadside from Kentucky. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. After having heard my 


| proposition discussed for some days, I desire to 
make 


some general reply to the arguments against 
I believe it has been usual to allow that priv- 





for the regular order of business. 








FOR THIS SESSION. 
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ilege to the mover of a proposition of such magni- 
tude as that which I have offered. If, therefore, 
the Senate will be kind enough to adjourn now, | 
shall endeavor to present my defence to-morrow 
Mr.“BUTLER. I hope the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will allow me to ask for an Executive ses 
sion. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD 


To accommodate the 


Senator from South Carolina, I move that the 
further consideration of the subject be postponed 
until to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On the motion of Mr. BUTLER, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and then, on motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monpay, February 17, 1852. 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
by the Rey. L. F. Moreawn. 

The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. OLDS. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution calling upon 
one of the Departments for information. I will 
state that it is information which is very much 
needed by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object, and call 
We shall never 
get to the regular order of business if we give way 
for these resolutions to be introduced. 

Mr. OLDS. You will delay the action of the 
Flouse a great deal more by keeping back the a 
tion of committees. 

Mr. JONES. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Whatis the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. It is the unfinished business 
of yesterday, to recommit the bill regulating the 
mileage of the Delegate from Oregon, with instruc 
tions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have a bill from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, which it is very ne- 
cessary should be introduced as soon as possible, 
in order that it may be printed. It will call for 
the early action of the House, either in favor of or 
against it. I hope I shall have the unanimous 
consent of the House to report it. 

Mr. OLDS. Does the gentleman from Tennes 
see object to that? 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; Ido object. [Laughter-. } 


MILEAGE OF THE DELEGATE FROM OREGON. 
The SPEAKER. The question ill now be put 
upon the motion to recommit the bill to the Com 
mittee on Mileage, with instructions. 
Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas and nays. 
Several Voices. Read the instructions. 

They were then read by the Clerk, as follows: 
‘That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Mile 
age, with instructions to add together the mileage of all the 
members of this House, and to divide the same by the num 
ber of members; and that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to pay to each member his share thereof, as so ascertained. 


Mr. HEBARD. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
whether there is not pending a substitute, offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Arts- 
son,] for the instructions providing that the mile- 
age shall be computed by the shortest and most 
direct routes to the residence of each Senator and 
Representative ? 

The SPEAKER. That was re‘ected by a vote 
of the House yesterday. 

Mr. BRENTON. I desire to inquire if the 
question is not susceptible of division, so that the 
vote shall first betaken on the instructions? 

The SPEAKER. According to the practice of 
the House—in the recollection of the Chair—the 
two propositions cannot be divided. The Chair, 
however, is of a different opinion, so far as the 
rules are concerned. He thinks that under the 
rules the proposition is divisible. 


Prayer 
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Mr. BRENTON. My 


_—_—_ —»- —— 


osition is susceptible of division, so that it shall 
be taken first upon the.instructions. 
That is the opinion of the 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair. 

The House was divided on the call for the yeas 
and nays, and only 20 gentlemen rose. 

Mr. CARTTER called for tellers upon the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and Messrs. Wi.- 
Liams and CHANDLER were appointed. 


The House was divided, and the tellers report- | 


ed—ayes 46, noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB. Is it competent to ask the gentle- 
man from Maryland to modify his instructions? 

The SPEAKER. 
modify. 

Mr. COBB. 


be so modified that all the money made by gentle- 


men when they are absent from the service of the | 
House, shall be put into the common stock, and | 


divided, with the mileage, equally among the mem- 
bers of the House. [Laughter.] If they were so 
modified, I should be disposed to vote for them. 

Mr. EVANS. 
the House to enable me to so modify the instruc- 
tions as to provide for first allowing to each mem- 
ber his traveling expenses in reaching the seat of 
Government, out of the whole amount of mileage, 
before equalizing the compensation of members, 
as proposed, 


Mr. ROBINSON and others objected. 
Mr. CARTTER. Is it competent to move to 


suspend the rules to allow the gentleman from | 


Maryland to modify his instructions ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent to move 
to suspend the rules, except on Monday. 

A Voice. Withdraw your instructions. 

Mr. EVANS. I will, then, withdraw the in- 
structions. 

Mr. STUART. 
Mr. EVANS. 
right to withdraw. 

TheSPEAKER,. TheChairis in doubt whether, 
after the previous question has been sustained, the 
gentleman can withdraw his proposition. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Certainly, he 
has clearly the right to withdraw. I will call the 
attention of the Chair to the 45th rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has read the rule, 
and has no doubt that the gentleman has the right 
to withdraw. 

Mr. EVANS. Do I understand the Chair to 
decide that I have the right either to withdraw or 
amend ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman certainly has 
the right to withdraw under the rule. 

Mr. EVANS. I will withdraw my instructions. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Has the previous question 
been exhausted ? 

The SPEAKER, It has not been exhausted, 
and discussion is not in order. 


Mr. STUART. The gentleman from Maryland 
has moved to recommit the bill with instructions. 
Now, if he withdraws the instructions, does not 
the other part ef the motion fall ? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the motion to recommit was not affected by the 
withdrawal of the second branch of the proposi- 
tion, and it is still pending. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I rise toa question of order. 
I wish to know whether, after the gentleman has 
withdrawn his instructions, it is competent to re- 
commit the bill without instructions? 


The SPEAKER. It is competent, in the opinion 
of the Chair. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
recommit, and the result was—yeas 84, nays 86, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charles Allen, William 
Appleton, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bennett, 
Bibighaus, John H.Boyd, Bragg, Brooks, G. H. Brown, Bur- 
rows, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, 
Clingman, Coleock, Curtis, Daniel, Dockery, Duncan, Ed- 
mundson, Evans, Floyd, Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Grow, Hammond, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, 
Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Houston, John W. Howe, Hunter, 

ndrew Johnsen, James Johnson, George W. Jones, J. 

lancy Jones, G. G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, Meach- 
am, Miller, Millson, Miner, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, 
Murray, Outlaw, Peaslee, Perkins, Robie, Sackett, Scher- 
merhorn, Schooleraft, Schoonmaker, Skelton, Smart, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland, 
Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, ‘Toombs, Wal- 
bridge, Wallace, Watkins, Welch, Wildrick, Woodward, 
and Yates—84, 


I object. 
I understand that I have the 


opinion is, that the prop- | 





It is not in his power to | 


I desire that the instructions shall | 


I ask the unanimous consent of | 











NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, John Appleton, Ashe, Da- | 


vid J. Bailey, Beale, Bissell, Bowie, Breckenndge, Bren- 


| ton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, Caskie, Clark, 


Cobb, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Doty, Dun- 


| ham, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Ewing, Ficklin, Fitch, | 
Florence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, | 
Gilmore, Grey, Hall, Isham G. Harris, Hascall, Hendricks, | 
| Henn, Holladay, Howard, ‘i homas Y. How, Lngersoll, [ves, 

Jackson, Jenkins, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, | 


Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Mason, McDonald, McLanahan/Molony, Nabers, 
Newton, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Phelps, 


Polk, Price, Rantoul, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robin- | 
son, Savage, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, F. P. 


Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, 
St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Walsh, Ward, Wilcox, and 
Williams—s6. 


So the House refused to recommit the bill to | 


the Committee on Mileage. 


Mr. STUART. 


which latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 


ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third }} 


time. 
Mr. CARTTER. Upon that motion I ask the 


yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- | 
tion being put, it was decided in the negative— | 


yeas 85,nays 90; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, John Appleton, Ashe, | 


David J. Bailey, Beale, Beil, Bissell, Bragg, Breckenridge, 


Brenton, AlbertG. Brown, Busby, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, | 
Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, | 
Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, | 


Ficklin, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gray, Hall, 
Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Holladay, 
Howard, ‘Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Jackson, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, 
Edward C. Marshall, Mason, McDonald, McLanahan, 
McQueen, Molony, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Price, Rantoul, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Robinson, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Sey- 
mour, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham 
P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Venable, 
Ward, Williams, Woodward, and Yates—85. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charles Allen, William || 


Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Barlett, Bennett, Bibighaus, 
Bowie, John H. Boyd, Brooks, Burrows, Joseph Cable, 
Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Curtis, Dean, Dockery, 
Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Floyd, Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Grow, Hammond, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Has- 
eall, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Houston, John W. Howe, 
Huuter, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Kurtz, Meacham, Miller, Millson, Miner, Henry D. Moore, 
Morehead, Morrison, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Peaslee, 
Penniman, Perkins, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, School- 
cratt, Schoonmaker, Scuddder, Skelton, Smart, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Toombs, Walbridge, Wallace, Walsh, Washburn, 
Watkins, Welch, Alexander White, and Wildrick—90. 

So the House refused to order the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. FITCH. I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken. I believe the previous question is ex- 
hausted. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. FITCH. ifso, then the bill and report are 
up again for discussion. I shall not make many 
remarks upon them, and regret that in remarks 
which I shall make I may be compelled to make 
allusions to the former opinions and course of 
certain members upon this floor, in order to throw 
some light upon the probable motive of their op- 
position to the bill. I look upon the bill as one 
calculated merely to render an act of strict justice 
to a Delegate occupying a seat here. I do not de- 
fend the law of 1818, as is well known by the 
older members of this House, because, as chair- 
man of the Committee on Mileage during the last 


Congress, I asked repeatedly a modification of || 


that law. I moved amendments to different ap- 
propriation bills, asking a construction of that 
mileage law different from the one now placed 
upon it, or at least asking that the mileage might 
be computed in altogether a different manner from 
what it now is. It will berecollected by the older 
members of the House, that I asked that the mile- 
age might be computed by the nearest mail route, 
as reported by the Post Office Department. The 
whole matter, in fact, was before the committee 
of the last Congress, and was brought, by that 
committee, before this House. Amendments, in 
one or two cases—two cases, if I mistake not— 
were adopted by this House, but a concurrence in 
them was refused upon the part of the other and 


coérdinate branch of the legislative department | 
It was | 


occupying the other wing of this Capitol. 


I move to reconsider the vote | 
by which the House refused to recommit the bill, | 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


gress, that no material modification could | 
tained, and J fear even now—though | und a 
it is the intention of the Comnnittee on Mil 
report a bill making a modification of th 
say, I fear now it will meet with the same o; 
sition from the same quarter. I was stry¢ r 
what with the remarks of the gentlem 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] whose argument s0., 
to be based upon the supposition that this jo 
which we are informed is to be introduced by 4.” 
Committee on Mileage, changing the mile r 
will operate upon the present Congress, 
grant there would be an impropriety in the 1 
sage of this bill, because another bil from ‘th, 
same committee, proposing a law to operate tno, 
all alike, would operate, of course, upon the Delp. 
gate from Oregon. But the gentleman destroys) 
the effect of his own argument by admittins ,, 
my colleague [Mr. Ropinson] that a bill of 9 sf 
kind would not operate upon this Congress, Th, ,.. 
fore the Leger before the House is Simply this 
—as no bill which we can pass will operate upop 
| the present Compress lahat we, during this Cop. 
gress, put the Delegate from Oregon upon an equal 
footing with us, or shall we permit this exceptiny 
to standagainst him? Because, of course, whey 
|, that bill comes from the Committee on Mileave. 
will operate upon all prospectively alike—pp, . 
him as well as the rest of us—and we only ask 
that he may, until such a bill can be operative, je 
placed upon an equality with the rest of the House, 
those included who come from the same coas: 
with himself—from the Pacific. The Delecay 
| from Oregon comes from a country where—j | 
may be permitted by the gentleman from Calify. 
nia (Mr. MarsHaxt] to refer to his argument— 
| electioneering may cost quite as much as in that 
| State, and be attended with personal risk and ex- 
| posure equally as great, while the distance fro 
thence to this city and the expense of the jour- 
ney, are still greater. 
Mr. Speaker, I regretted exceedingly to see the 
activity exhibited on the part of some members, in 
| opposition to this bill. It calls up reminiscences 
| which are by no means pleasant. I recognize 
_ amongst one or two of the most active—not to say 
| noisy—opponents of the bill, gentlemen who have 
| been extremely active heretofore in debate—in an- 
| other Congress—in procuring or attempting to 
| procure, a change in the mileage law; gentlemen 
| who were candidates during the first session of 
that Congress for reélection, and were reélected 
during the recess, and who during the second 
session of that Congress waited upon members 
| of the Committee on Mileage, and insisted—afier 
| they had previously demanded thata report should 
| be made in their favor for a limited number of 
| miles—upon being placed upon an equality with 
| other members. I will name no gentleman, be- 
| cause the reports of that committee, which are in 
| the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms of this House, 
| will show who they are. By comparing these re- 
| ports, a wide distinction will be found to exist be- 
tween the amount of mileage received at the firs! 
| and the second session ofthe last Congress, by cer- 
tain members who were reélected during the recess 
| between those two sessions» I say that these 
| members, after asking as a favor that the Commit 
/tee on Mileage should report them entitled only 
to mileage for a limited number of miles, and afier 
| this committee had consented to make an excep- 
‘tion to the general rule in their behalf, because 
| they asked not for an increase, but diminution o! 
| the mileageto which, by law, they would beentitled, 
came subsequently to that same committee and 
demanded to be put upon an equality with other 
members, and that their mileage should be com- 
puted, in the language of the law, ‘ by the most 
‘usual road,”’ although in one or two instances this 
| computation would make it double the mileage of 
the previous session. That course shows ‘« 
| sincerity of their present professions in favor of 
‘the reduction of mileage, when that deduction 
| shall operate to the prejudice of one man, and one 
| man only. I should not have made this allumoe 
} and I regret that it became my duty to do — 
| it not been for the fate of this bill—a fate produce’ 
| ina great degree by their active exertions In TT 
sition to it. Now, sir, if the reason which they 
urged, and urged properly before the Commitice 
on Mileage, was correct in their.case, why : . 
| not correct in the case of the Delegate from C - 
on? They asked no more than was righ! 
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id be computed by the ‘most usual road,’’ 
gnou 

the first session of that Congress, which amount 
bad been fixed at their own request, ( 
= aet for which they were so solicitous during 
’ can , ¢ 

ew arst session, had probably been made to an- 
an purpose—they could see no personai rea- 
swe ° ; : 

a for its continuance. They urged the increase 


ey ough it Was double the amount they received 
althous - | 


The short | 


.ause the law allowed it them; and the law does | 


ow it. - - . ° . ° . 
: rong one in favor of this bill, and refutes their 


; In this case I grant that a spe- 


opp ysiuon to it. 
piel . ; 
ventieman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] urged that 
; 
the Delegate was elected under that law, and 
therefore that he ought to be allowed only the 
mileage specified in it, But the Delegate knew 
sot that the law was in force. He knew only 
‘ther law, and that he received a much greater 
amount than that which the special law, which we 
are pow endeavoring to repeal, would have given 


Their then reason in their own case, is | 


| law applies to the Delegate from Oregon. The | 


shat his predecessor had drawn mileage under an- | 


him. He knew that, and expected the same in his | 


But this special law meets the committee in 


case. 


the face, and they cannot give him the mileage to | 
which the law entitles the Representatives from | 


California, and every other member upon this 


foor. I have said, and permit me to repeat it | 


aain, that I am not the advocate of the law of 
jx]8, and I trust that gentlemen will see that the 
whatever to do with the desired modification of 
that law. It is simply a question of justice be- 
tween us and one of our associates upon this floor. 
Will you continue the law thus Testimeasing 
avainst him? Although that law was in force 
when he was elected, I am convinced the Delegate 


from Oregon did not know or believe that it was. | 


Will you continue it in force against him to his pre- 
dice? I will say, in justice to him, thathe cares 
little for the amount involved in dollars and cents, 
but much for the principle of discrimination against 
himself. Will you continue it, and thereby de- 
clare to the world your intention to reform at the 
expense of a single member ? Or will you, by its 
repeal, put him upon an equal footing with the rest 
of us, and then walk up to the support of a bill 
which will be reported from the Ccemnittins on 
Mileage, equalizing the mileage of all? 

(Here a message was received from the Senate, 
atthe hands of Aspury Dicks, their Secretary.] 

Mr. SWEETSER, (interrupting.) 
duced to ask my friend from Indiana [Mr. Fircn) 
to yield the floor a moment, in order that there 
may be no misunderstanding in relation to the al- 
lusions made by him. 
Iserved with my friend from Indiana [Mr. Fircu} 


' 


Mr. SWEETSER. At this session the chair- 
man of the Committee on Mileage addressed a 
circular to me, following the precedent set by that 
committee during the last Congress. | answered 
him by referring to the statement 1 had made at 
the first session of the last Congress, in order that 
I might be perfectly right upon the question. . | 
know perfectly well, that the point the gentleman 
makes here will tell upon some gentlemen in this 
House, and I have no objection that it should. | 
do not know who they are. I desire to be under- 
stood at this and at all times in relation to this 
question, so far as I am concerned, that | have no 
change to make, in this or in any other Congress. 
1 believe there should be some equitable arrange- 
ment made in relation to the question of mileage. 


| I regret that | have taken any part in opposing 
| the measure for the relief of the honorable gentle- 


sition which has just been lost has nothing | 


man from Oregon. I entertain for that gentleman 
the most kind feelings, and would be glad to do 
him any act of kindness in my power, but I can- 
not vote to increase his mileage. I return my 
thanks to my friend [Mr. Fircn] for permitting 
me to make this explanation. 

Mr. FITCH. A difference in several cases will 
be found between the reports of the Committee on 
Mileage for the first and second sessions of the 
last Congress. A part of these changes were of a 
limited character, and appeared to be rendered ne- 
cessary because of information which was ob- 
tained by the committee, either with or without 
inquiry, of errors in previous reports. The state- 
ments of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sweerser} 


| may be correct for aught I know to the contrary. 


I am in- | 


It will be recollected that | 


during the first session of the last Congress, upon | 


the Committee on Mileage. I had the honor to 
submit to this House and advocate a resolution 


for the purpose of instructing that committee to | 
compute the mileage upon the nearest mail route, | 


where there were public conveyances. That res- 


olution met with the fate of all the other proposi- | 


tions I had the honor to introduce and advocate 
upon this floor, to reduce mileage, and it was laid 
upon the table. 


And at the last session of the | 


last Congress, I was inquired of by a gentleman, | 


whether it would be agreeable to me if I were left 
off from that Committee on Mileage, knowing it 
came from the Speaker? Feeling that I had done 


my duty faithfully upon that question, I answered | 


no, it would not. I then made up my mind that 
all efforts in the House of Representatives to re- 
orm this—as I consider it—evil, in my judgment 
would be utterly useless, and 1 made up my mind 
never to raise my voice again, while I should have 


the honor of a seat upon this floor, in favor of | 
fixing this question upon some equitable basis. I | 


think the only remedy to be hoped for is with the 
people. I did not act u 
the last session of the last Congress, and I now 
desire to say to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Fircn,] and to the country, that my mileage was 
computed precisely the same as I had the honor 
to compute it at the previous session; and I sub- 
mit to the gentleman whether he will not exonerate 
me trom the suggestion which he has made? 

Mr. FITCH. Certainly I do. I made no al- 
lusion to my friend, [Mr. Sweerser.] As to the 
difference 

is mileage at the second session, I do not allude 
toit, because I do not know. 
ter in general terms. 


n that committee during | 


which may or may not exist between | 


In his case I do not know what action was had. 
I have already remarked that I will not designate 
the individuals, if any now have the honor of hold- 
ing a seat upon this floor, who chose to pursue 
the course I have alluded to in asking changes of 
their mileage, because the reports themselves will 
show who they were. 

The gentleman from Ohio last up said that if he 
could reconcile it to his sense of duty to vote for 
the bill to extend the same rights of mileage to the 
Delegate from Oregon accruing to others under the 
law of 1818, he would cheerfully do so. If it is 
wrong to extend it to this Delegate, it was wrong 
to extend it to his predecessor. There were no 
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ent when the vote was taken upon the bill now 
under consideration, in reference to which there is 
now pending a motion to reconsider. Itis a mat- 
ter of great regret that Congress should be annoyed 
session after session upon this question. There 
has not, I believe, been a session for the last ten 
years but what members have been annoyed by 
the subject of mileage. ’ : 
pect to effect by it? 

to make capital for Buncombe, or do they desire 
in good faith to equalize the pay of the members 
of Congress. The time of that committee could 
not be better occupied than by taking under con- 
sideration this subject of mile ave, and bringing in 
a bill to equalize the pay of members of Congress. 
But in reference to the question now before the 
House, I must be permitted to say that the distin- 
guished Delegate for whose especial benefit it is in- 
tended to provide, must have known full well the 
action of Congress when he became a candidate 
for a seat upon this floor. lt is my misfortune, in 
common with others, not to be versed in constitu- 
tional law, or upon legal questions generally. | 
confess I thought that the act of the last Congress 
was to be general. I had supposed that the action 
of the last Congress was to be final and that that 
would be an end of this question. In that opinion 
it appears, however, that [ was mistaken. The 
time of this House has been occupied some two 
or three days upon the matter of mileage. It is 
utterly impossible for the existing law regulating 
the mileage to operate justly and equitably. | 


What do gentlemen ex- 
Do certain gentlemen mean 


| could single out individuals here and show the in- 


{ 


equality of this law. I[ could take the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee and two of his col- 
leagues, [Mr. Jounson and Mr. Warkins,] who, 


| with myself, come here, traveling a distance of 


objections made then. There was nota voice raised || 


in opposition when it was proposed to give him 
the mileage he dréw, and whieh was much greater 
than the amount which, under the existing law, 
the present Delegate will obtain. The economy 
advocated by the opponents of the bill under dis- 
cussion manifests itself at the expense of only one 
of the two hundred and thirty occupying a seat 
upon this floor. We propose to take from him a 
small sum to which, under the law governing the 
mileage of the rest of us, he would be entitled. 
Cannot the economical hawks of the House strike 
at better game than that? at sums of greater mag- 
nitude? They should not stoop to an amount like 
this, and especially when it is to be obtained from 
one man only, and at the expense of the violation 
of a principle which is left operative in the case of 
every other member. The proposition is merely 
to give to him the benefit of the provisions of the 
same law which extends to the rest of us. I| 
should be pleased, sir, if these or any remarks | 
could submit would have any effect whatever in 
persuading members to do justice in the case. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I would inquire of 
the gentleman, what was the action of the House 


’ with relation to the mileage of the Delegate from 


| Oregon at the last session’ I have never seen it. 


Mr. FITCH. 


The provision in reference to the 


| Delegate from Oregon and Representatives from 


California, was put into a certain appropriation 
bill, extending, of course, by the construction usu- 
ally given to such bills, to that yearonly. By and 
under such provision, he drew mileage by the over- 
land route. Any amendment to the annual appro- 
priation bill is construed to expire with the expi- 
ration of the year for which the appropriation was 
provided. f course, then, the amendment to 
which I have referred in relation to the Delegate 
from Oregon expired with the termination of that 


| fiscal year, and of its benefit his successor cannot 


| 


i 


avail himself. We propose now merely to make 


| that provision continuous, which in the case of the 


revious Delegate was limited to one year, or at 
east to make it continue until the law of 1818 shall 


I refer to the mat- || be remodeled. 


Mr. McMULLIN. 1 happened not to be pres- 





some four hundred or five hundred miles, which 
requires four or five days to make the trip; while 
there are other members who come more than 
double the distance in less time and receive double 
the mileage that either of us receive; yet we are not 
disposed to complain. Iam not complaining: but 
it is those who have chosen to leave the States and 
to emigrate to Oregon and California and else- 
where. It is the good fortune of those gentlemen 
to be so remotely situated from the seat of Govern- 
ment. The amount that can be saved from the 
mileage will settle them advantageously upon the 
landsof the Government. They can make valua- 
ble settlements there. I ask you, Mr. Speaker, 


| if it is proper, right, or just—if gentlemen desire 


to deal out even-handed justice to each man of the 
House—that one member shall receive a small for- 
tune by way of mileage and per diem, and another 
get an inconsiderable sum? Can you do justice 
under the existing law regulating mileage? I say 
you cannot. What was the state of the country 
at the passage of the mileage law compared to 
what it is at the present day? Why, then mem- 
bers of Congress traveled here upon horseback; 
and now we have the advantages of the railroad, 
steamboat, and other conveniences; and hence at 
that time the law operated more equitably than it 
does at present. I concur fully with the views of 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans.] If 
I understand that gentleman correctly, he proposed 


| an amendment to this bill to give to members of 


Congress a fixed compensation. I would not 
stand up here and tell my constituents that I 


would refuse to pay a member of Congress just and 


' some years ago were not returned again. 


| ample compensation. ‘No, sir, l would not act the 


demagogue in any such way. The pay of mem- 
bers of Congress is little enough; and I say now, 
if the Committee on Mileage will take this mat- 
ter into consideration, and introduce a bill to give 
a fixed compensation to members—say a salary 
of $2,000—I will go for it, although I have been 
informed that members who voted for such a law 
If such 
a vote as that will gain the displeasure of my con- 
stituents, the sooner my political race is run the 
better. I represent no such people. I say tha 

it is not only important to members of Congress, 
but it is important to the public business of the 
country, that you should make the pay of mem- 
bers of Congress equal, as far as it is practica- 
ble to do so. I shall vote against the reconsider- 
ation of the bill. If the bill is reconsidered, I 
shall vote against it; because, sir, I hold that the 
distinguished gentleman from Oregon, for whose 
especial benefit this bil] is passed, has no right to 
complain of my vote; for when he was elected to 
(a seat upon this floor, he should have inferred 
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that his mileage was not to exceed $2,500, as 
provided in the organization of the Territory of 
Oregon. It was not my purpose to have dis- 
cussed the vote [ intend to give. My design was 
to bring the debate to a close upon this mileage 
question, which is continually rising up as a 
source of annoyance. I will close my remarks, 
therefore, by calling for the previous question. 

Several Mempers. That is not fair. 

Mr. PARKER. I hope the gentleman will 
yield to me a moment. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will withdraw my call 
for the previous question, as gentlemen seem to 
suppose that it was not fair. Or I will retain the 
floor, yielding to the gentleman, and intending 
after he has concluded to move to lay the subject 
upon the table. 

Mr. POLK. There are many gentlemen who 
desire to reply to the gentleman’s able argument, 
and I hope he will yield the floor unconditionally. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. At the request of the gen- 
tleman, I will do so. 

Mr. PARKER, of Indiana. On yesterday, 
when this question was first presented, I did not 
expect to make a remark. But I do not feel that 
it is my duty now to sit still under the circum- 
stances of the caseyand allow the vote to be taken 
without giving expression to a few thoughts. | 
am satisfied that this legislation for supposed 
emergencies in a matter of this kind is wrong. 
This is the evil that will always attend us in such 
cases until remedied; and it can be remedied only 
by general enactment, applicable alike to us as 
well as the Delegate from Oregon. 

When the organic law of that far-off Territory, 
as it was then regarded, was made, we little 
dreamed that we should now be legislating as we 


are side by side with the men of California, of 


Utah, and New Mexico. But so it is; here we all 
are. And Oregon is with us; but she has not 
come, she cannot come, like us, unless you pass 
this bill. 


We have already spent in value time enough of 


this House upon this bill, and the existing law in 
discussing this question, to much more than cover 
the increased compensation that will ever accrue 
from the passage of this bill. And it will be al- 
ways so, so long as we adopt this kind of local 
and special and invidious legislation. This is all 
wrong, it seems to me, for us sitting here as we 
do in the attitude of national legislators. There 
is the wrong; and it goes back to that organic law 
which established this difficulty. And it has, I 
understand, been haunting us ever since. We 
might have expected then what has been the 
history of this case since, that whenever your 


appropriation bills come up, the question would | 


come up about putting the Delegate from Oregon 
upon the same footing with other members upon 
this floor—treating him as the rest of us are treat- 
ed; because every heart responds at once and says 
itis right. The true question is not whether the 
Delegate deserves less or as much as this bill gives 
him, but it is, Should the rule that governs the 
rest of us govern him? It will be always so, 
whether we pass this bill or not, that every honest 
mind will say there is no reason for making the 
mileage of the Oregon Delegate less than his from 
Utah and New Mexico and the members from 
California, when he makes a much longer and 
more perilous journey than they. If we pass this 
bill, however, we have settled the question; we 
are not disturbed with it any longer as an isolated 
question; and the sooner it comes up in common 
with the case of each one of us upon this floor, the 
better it will be for the country; for this question is 
one about which the public mind is particularly 
restive, Tt will be restive until we provide for it, 
and we should do it. But it is never to be dene 
in this sideling sort of way. I am for passing 
this bill for the purpose, if no other, of getting rid 
of this question at this time; for in the first place, 
we can only get rid of it by passing this bill; and 
I tell gentlemen here, whether they are political 
friends of mine or opponents—and the gentleman 
for whose bevefit this bill is introduced is no po- 
litical friend of mine, and never has been—I tell 
gentlemen of all parties, if our object be economy, 
we will have to pass this bill, for either this bill, 
or some other application in a different form, will 
come up that will cause us more—ten times more, 
peradventure—than is involved here. For this 
character of legislation is wrong. The mileage 
law which exists how should not be—cannot be 


| of human nature—I cannot think so; no, sir. 


| heads would be. 


| the matter. 
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—remedied in detail, but must be remedied by a 
general bill. 
I care not from what part of the country he comes, 


that would submit to be laid upon the Procrustean | 


bed of this special legislation, and have himself 
measured off, and cut off, if perchance he were 
fancied to be a little too long, and drawn out a 
little, if too short. The legislation is certainly 
wrong. It looks to me, with due respect for hon- 
orable gentlemen and deference to the House, that 
it isignominicus—for we areall equals—we should 
so treat each other, and be treated. It is said, how- 
ever, in reference to my friend from Oregon, that 
he accepted his seat under this Jaw as it is, and 
therefore he has no right to complain. Has he 
complained? Has he opened his mouth in refer- 
ence to this case? No, sir; no, sir; nor would he 
if he remained here until the resurrection gun is 
fired. J have known that gentleman in other days. 
I have known him in civil as well as in military 
life, and he is among the last of men that you will 
ever hear complaining in a case of this kind, It 
is his friends here, who know his high deserving, 
and see this invidious legislation standing against 
him, that come forward and complain of the man- 
ner in which he is treated. Inasmuch, however, 
gentlemen still tell us, as he accepted this position 
under the law as it is, we should hold him to it. 
Now, I appeal to my political friends here if they 
are disposed to mete out that kind of dealing to 
the centleman under these circumstances? Could 
we look with any degree of complacency upon 
such treatment as that towards a gentleman of 
our school—one by us deemed worthy of our 
kindest regards, and that gentleman now standing 
in the attitude this one does? I haveseen too much 
Did 
he belong to the same political church, make his 
devotions in the same temple of worship with us, 
where would we bethen? I know full well where 
we would be. If one of ours had come from that 
far-off region with his life in his hand—with signal 
military honors crowned—as well as with civic 
wreaths upon his brow, as this Delegate has 
come, I cannot mistake where our hearts and our 
There is hardly one of us upon 
this floor, I doubt whetherthere is any, who would 
say of that brother of ours anything else than that 
he ought to be put in the same predicament with 
all other members. This is the view I have of 
I have felt so in other days—so have 
my opponents; I feel so now, and so do they. 
Look you, again, at this thing. Because he ac- 
cepted it under these circumstances, therefore he 
is to be held to it—he is so bound! There is no 
reason, no justice, no logic in aShylock-argument 
of that character, in my humble judgment. I 
know my friend full well. What I say for him, I 
believe I may say for nine tenths of the popula- 
tion of the little Territory on the Pacific slope— 
little in numbers yet, but magnificent in prospect— 
if there were no mileage here at all, suffering as 
they have and do, there is that number to be found 
there who would come here for higher and purer 


| motives than money, had they the ability, and act 
| for that Territory. 


This gain to him in money 
was not thought of when he came here, or thought 
of by him when he was elected. He has given 
evidence enough to the country, that he has a 
heart, and kind of gallantry about him—a love of 
country, that would have induced him to have 
acted gratuitously in the whole matter, had it been 
required at his hands, and he abletodo so. It 
seems to me that this ought to bewatisfactory to 
us. This is the first time in the whole history of 
the country, that we have had a law of the kind, 
which by this bill we seek to abrogate. It is well 
it has been so, for had it been otherwise, I cannot 
be mistaken in supposing that we would have had 
all these difficulties every session of Congress 


since its enactment that we have now, and will | 


have, until this wrong is remedied. 


1 know very well, as I have already indicated, | 
| there are great outrages connected with these mile- | 


age transactions, and, as [ stated, the country is 
all alive in reference to the matter, and it ought to 
be remedied. The country calls for it, and we 
should respond without delay. 
remedied, however, in the form of the old law— 
the legislation we now seek to remedy, but aggra- 
vates the difficulty, and we only make ourselves 
ridiculous, it seems to me, with due defference, 
when we attempt it. Let us wipe that out, and 
go zealously to work and remedy the whole evil 


Where is the man upon this floor, | 


It can never be | 
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enveloping each one of us, and then and + 
only, will the country be quiet. It seems +, 
then, that the upshot of the whole matter jc 3." 
get rid of the present difficulty, we must pov 
ill. And as the whole question now stanj. 
right and proper that it should be done, 
Mr. WASHBURN, [am one of the mem! 
| who voted against the passage of this pil) __ I be 
lieve this whole subject of mileage demands +... 
ion, and I am of the opinion that the ay 
mileage which has been fixed for the Deles 


ands.» 
< Dds, it . 


Trevis 


Oregon is sufficient in any case; and that on, | 
ness and object now should be rather to ony, 
the mileage of other members than to raice » 
that case. [am not convinced by the apoyo, 
| which have been introduced by the gentleniey, 
the other side, and certainly not by any y 
have been presented by the gentleman fro, jn 
ana, (Mr. Parxer.] I do not believe tha . 
members upon this side of the House w 
influenced to vote differently were the ge 
whose mileage is in question here, a mem), 
of their party. I will not be judged in tha: » 
ner. It has been said that whoever declayes. 
men to be scoundrels, at least proves that th: 
is one. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr, P,, 
KER] may measure others by.his own feelinos »; 
| what he would be constrained to do; but [ anpps. 
| hend that would not be the way in which geny), 
men ought to be judged. I believe there are o 
tlemen upon the other side who have viewed ¢) 
matter as we do. This has been no party vie 
It has been no party question; and it should ; 
be so. The question 1s, whether we shall repe 
this law, and thereby raise the mileage of the |); 
egate from Oregon; and whether it is sufficien 
itisnow. It seems to me that $2,500 is eno 
to pay, and amply pay any man who lives in « 
part of this Union for his traveling expenses, 
for his coming tothe capital. I have no quest 
that many members are over paid—extravarant); 
paid—and I would desire this House to take the 
matter in hand, to equalize the mileage, and : 
make it what it should be. Iam altogether 
osed to any measure or any vote which sha 
Save a tendency to increase the mileage ofa sing 
member of this House. 

Mr. HEBARD. Iam one of the members 
this House who voted against the bill under eo: 
sideration. I hold the privilege, with other me: 
bers of the House, of voting according to the di 
| tates of my conscience; nor do [ hold mysel’ 
| amenable to any other gentleman upon the fioo 

to call in question the right or propriety of tho 
vote. I think the gentleman from Indiana {M 
Parker] was entirely beyond his own jurisdictioy 
or any right he has as a member upon this # 
in undertaking to take members to task as t 
propriety of their votes, and applying to the 
tion of this House, or theaction of a past Congres 
the term ignominious. He must be left to theex 
ercise of his own taste in relation to the terms le 
uses. I do not know but what it is in accorda 
with the taste of that gentleman. In my estin 
tion, however, he is branding opprobrious epithe! 
upon the laws of this country—upon the action 
this body, which he is not entitled to use. He's 
exercising an immunity beyond his right. | ¢ 
not know what yight that gentleman has to s 
that the members of this House, in giving | 
votes, place themselves in a ridiculous alti 
I do not know what there is peculiar about th 
bill more than others, which should call for ‘e 
| exercise of any such language, or justify any suc! 
liberties, by any member of this House. !! 
vote may be right, or it may be wrong. | take 
where the question is so nearly balanced as It 
here, that there is some excuse for any genuems 
| who shall give his vote, even if he does differ fro: 
some other gentleman. It has been said here 
| relation to this law, that it is placing this mileage 
| principle in an unjust position. I do not know 
what injustice there is about it. I have not heard 
| one gentleman, who has undertaken toshow that 
| pay given to this Delegate from Oregon was lio! © 
|, equivalent for the services he renders here. Butthe) 
say he does not get as much as some other person 
Does that make it unjust? ‘The organic law of ths 
| Territory, which gave him a right to represent \™* 
| people here, fixes his compensation. He “ 
elected under that law, and came here under = 
‘| law. Is there anything unjust abeut that’ I hav: 
|| not heard gentlemen explain what they mean »' 
| the injustice of the law. Everything was res" 








heb, i? —— 
; : : , ; i] 
eference to it. It was a mere act of Congress | by that vote given a candid and praiseworthy ex- 






























































































































en, and + nieh he came here at all. There hasbeen no || pression of their judgment upon this question, 
eeMs to me Yel no imposition practiced at all. But the | without being at all affected by any political or 
Atter is, if, ee pan says, the Delegate is not oe 1 party considerations. As has been very well and 
MUSE Pass this ual know why gentlemen are so forward in _ properly remarked, it has not been a’ party vote, 


N Stands, i: ei nplaints,when they say the Delegate him- | and a question of this sort never should be. It is 
se ¢ who is the person to be affected by their ac- | a question that never can at different times affect 


the membe ’ << not himself complaining. If he is satis- || parties in the same way. It may affect one po- 
Is bill, J}, : | do not know why gentlemen should get up | litical organization favorably to-day and sues 
MANS reyig 7 andertake to read usa lecture upon dereliction |, to-morrow. 

€ amount -aoty, when the person who is to receive the Sir, l trust that after the discussion and delibera- 
Delegate f sneft of our act is himecif satisfied with the law || tion that has been had upon this subject on yester- 


At our .ie Gentlemen ay that it is a discrimination day and to-day, and the opportunity that has been ° 
FLO equalir vween this case and others. The case itself | afforded gentlemen to make up their minds thor- 
'0 raise jt ee the discrimination, and it is not the law | oughly, we shall notnow wheel about and change 


ikes 


re Arguine --) makes it. The law has only applied itself | the result, merely because there may be, perhaps, 
nlleni “the case as it is. All of us admit here, that with some individuals a disposition to find fault 
y any wh ure is a great inequality—an unreasonable in- | and cavil and complain of the result because they 
nN trom | ality in the compensation of members, growing | think it is going to affect one of their friends unfa- 
leve that | -of ine mileage; and the further the individual | vorably. I trust the vote thus deliberately taken 
me w . removed from the seatofGovernment, the greater | and recorded will be permitted to stand. 

1c oF 


e inequality. That is the reason why the law Mr. HALL. I think this question has been 
> & memby ae provided for this case of the Delegate of Ore- | sufficiently discussed, and I therefore move the 


in tha: 1S ; . . : . : ; 
m th The distance being so great, it would be previous question. 

de w»strous that he should come under the same {Loud cries of ‘* Oh,no!’’] 
PS that the : 


es fixing his mileage, as a member living within Mr. TOOMBS. [hope the gentleman will with- 


a [Mr. Py oe or two hundred miles of the capital. I hold | draw that motion. 


nN feeling at there is no injustice, nothing wrong in it; and Mr. HALL. If the gentleman from Georgia 
put La vhile gentlemen say the whole system is wrong, I || desires to make any remarks [ will withdraw it. 
WHICH gent ay where is the propriety, when we have made The demand for the previous question was then 
here are o ne single advance, however small it may be, to- | withdrawn. 

P viewed th vards correcting an evil, in going back again to Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to offer a few observa- 
) party vie ‘he point whence we started, for the purpese of || tions in reply to the gentleman from Indiana first 
; wer jaking the evil still worse than it now is? up, (Mr. Fircu,} and also to the gentleman from 
> Sha 


rep This House, I believe, did pass a bill at the last || Indiana last up, [Mr. Parker.] ‘The friends of 


€ OF the |) Congress, but it did not become a law—a bill dic- | this bill demand its passage upon the allegation 
Sufficient ated by the sense and judgment of the House, || that the existing law is unjust. That is the only 
00 1S enous wd rerfidered necessary by the circumstances of | argument or the only statement which I have 
lives in the case—by which all the members of this House, || heard made by them. I lay out of the account 
xpenses, whether Representatives of States or Delegates | the argument of the gentleman from Indiana, {[Mr. 
2 from Territories, living at the other side of the | Parxer,] that the bill ought to be passed in order 
xtravagal Rocky Mountains, were to receive no more than | to save the time of the House. A little more ex- 
P to take the certain compensation, and that was $2,500. It | perience in this House will show that gentleman 
Page, and t vas said, by the last Congress, that $2,500 was that he is mistaken, and that the absence of dis- 
togethe wficient compensation for any gentleman living || cussion here does not facilitate adjournments. 
which she the other side of the Rocky Mountains. It was |The most harmless time which is spent by the 
s€ Of a Sing nsidered by the last Congress that $2,500 was || House of Representatives, he will find, is that 
ficient compensation to the Delegate from Ore- | spent in discussion. I lay out of the account, also, 
menibe con, Whoever he might be. I do not think, under || the argument made by the gentleman upon the 
ll under cor the circumstances—knowing the circumstances || personal merits of the sitting member from Ore- 
other 1 oder which Congress then acted—that that law | gon. I doubt not that they are as great as he rep- 
B '0 the dic- s to be cuaracterized by gentlemen here as being | resents them to be, but that is not a legitimate 
hold nyse ignominous. | consideration in this question. I lay out of the 
a tne f If there is any further legislation necessary to || account the charges made by the other gentleman 
ety of tl place the Delegate from Oregon upon a footing || from Indiana, [Mr. Fircn,} against certain mem- 
diana (M with others, let us not go back and disturb this || bers of this House respecting their course upon 
Jurisdictior iw, which has made a commencement in the di- | this subject before and after their elections. It 
n this 4 rection, which all say is the right one, but let us || may be true or not true as regards those gentle- 
sk as t follow it up in other cases. men, but it cannot affect this question at all. 
§ to th Gentlemen seem to suppose, that upon the pas- |, Whether certain gentlemen took one course with 
st Cong we of this bill quiet will be restored upon this || reference to mileage before their elections and 
eft to thee subject of mileage. Why, it seems to me only a | another after, does not show this law to be unjust, 
the terms renewal of the agitation on the subject. The || and it is for those who stand in that category to 
1 accorda mileage of members of Congress has been the sub- || defend themselves. These are mere outside in- 
yo ject of complaint and of severe remark, and al- || fluences that are brought up to affect this question. 
dou eputnt ways will be while the inequality is kept up. I When the bill organizing the Territory of Ore- 
the action delieve it will not be any more easy matter to rec- | gon passed this House, the mileage of no member 
use He ‘ oneile this whole subject after having placed this | of the House went as high as $2,500. That sum 
right. | ack again, than if we were to start from this | was beyond the mileage paid to any member of 
has to s point, if anything has been gained, and all seem || this House, and Congress limited the mileage of 
giving 0 admit that something has been. | the Delegate from Oregon to $2,500. It was not 
a Gentlemen talk about the great expense of get- || unjust then, unless it was inadequate; and its in- 
; abot ing elected to Congress, and think that they justice therefore must be based entirely and exclu- 
 odegater ught, therefore, to have very large compensation. | sively upon its inadequacy. I will demonstrate, 
ay ony mn | do not know that we ought to listen to such ar- || that if there was injustice, the injustice was upon 
ouse. / zuments as that. It does not always follow—al- || more than half the members of this House. Sub- 
g. I saa though it may be the case at present—that the || sequently California was admitted into the Union, 
ced = member or delegate who lives furthest from the || and the mileage of its Representatives was also 
io. ‘eat of Government should, therefore, receive the || limited by this House, but the limitation was re- 
s differ fi rgest compensation, as the one whose election | jected by the other House; and the same was the 
aid here will cost him the most. It may be so now, but it | ‘case with respect to the Territory of Utah. 
ratio rertainly is not so always, and therefore that con- Well, the House fixed that limitation because 


sideration cannot be taken into account for the | it believed that after the payment of traveling ex- 
urpose of judging of the reasonableness of the || penses, it left sufficient salary. It left more salary 
aw, or the amount of the compensation. I do | than was given to two thirds of all the members 
not believe it is very good policy either, to foster || of this House, and! say that it does to-day; after 
the idea that we are, by means of compensation, | deducting traveling expenses, it leaves more salary 
‘o hold out inducements to persois who may be- | now, out of this mileage, than is paid to two 
“aw come candidates for election here to make use of | thirds of the members of this House. Where, 
rele ” very extraordinary means to obtain that election. || then, is the injustice? Why, it seems to be based 

= a am satisfied that the deliberate sense of this || upon the falacious idea that it is unjust because 
hong ee ouse has been expressed in the vote taken this |j¢hree or four gentlemen in this House get more 
vat? I has morning, and which it is now proposed to recon- || by a different rule—that is, by the law of 1818. 


ar tan is ader: T believe that a majority of the House have || Now, all seem to admit that the law of 1818 works 


e not heard 
how thatt! 
was not & 
‘e. Butthe' 
ler persons 
> law of the 
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unequally and unjustly. These very gentlemen 
themselves say so, and yet we are asked to go 
back to a rule acknowledged to be wrong, as a 
measure of justice. Both the gentlemen from In- 
diana say that the rule adopted by the act of 1818 
is wrong. The gentleman from Indiana over the 
way (Mr. Fircn] told the House that he was 
chairman of the Committee on Mileage of the last 
Congress, and endeavored to correct that wrong, 
but failed; and now he asks that you shall go 
back to a rule which he has himself declared to be 
wrong, 

Sut the injustice seems to be based on the idea 
that thére are three or four members on this floor 
who receive more mileage than the Delegate from 
Oregon. If his compensation is sufficient and just 
of itself, is it unjust because you do not give him 
what other members get, and what this House 
has repeatedly declared to be unjust? That is a 
most singular system of reasoning. 

Mr. STUART, (interposing.) Will the gen 
tleman from Georgia allow me to say, that I find 
upon inquiry thatone of the members from Texas 
receives oa twenty-four and twenty-five hun 
dred dollars, and the other three thousand dollars 

Mr. TOOMBS. That very bill of limitation, 
limited all on this side of the Rocky Mountains to 
$1,500. If one of the members from Texas gets 
$3,000, you only state another case of grosser in- 

justice. Thatisall. Well, I do not see how you 
can remove injustice by multiplying unjust cases; 
yet that is what you propose to do. 

Mr. STUART, (interrupting.) My idea is, 
that the man who travels five hundred miles—the 
facilities being nearly alike—makes as much pro- 
portionate profit on his mileage, as the man who 
travels five thousand miles. Every member's 
mileage is calculated on the principle of so many 
cents per mile. Now I ask the gentleman from 
Georgia, to show the House how this ruwe is right 
up to four hundred or a thousand miles, and be- 
comes so radically wrong when you get up to three 
or five thousand miles. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say that the principle is 
wrong; that it is not a correct principle. It is 
much more difficult to come to this House from the 
western part of Texas, both in expense and phys- 
ical suffering and risk—if they are to enter into 
the consideration—than it is to come from San 
Francisco. Every gentleman knows that. It does 
notdepend entirely upon distance, but then, on 
account of the distances, and the expansion of the 
limits of the Republic, and the facilities for travel 
ing in this country, the compensation having been 
always more than sufficient to pay traveling ex- 
penses, it has become an important and material 
item of salary. The House, therefore, said that 
when a man could come from San Francisco for 
$300, and return for §300, he should cnly have 
$1,900 as salary. A great many members get no 
salary at all. In some cases, on account of the 
difficulty of traveling, it is only half of the mileage; 
in others it is not five percent. Itis a mistaken 
idea, that we can correct injustice by making the 
act of 1818 the rule, which 1s itself an unjust rule. 
There is the difficulty. 

Now if $2,500 is just compensation for a Dele- 
rate from the western coast of America, it is not 
unjust because there are two other gentlemen here 
from that portion of the Republic who receive 
45,000, because that has been repeatedly declared 
by the House to be unjust and improper compen- 
sation. Why is it unjust not to make another 
such case? That is what you ask us to do. 

Mr. PARKER, of Indiana, (interrupting.) The 
gentleman has misstated my position—of course, 
unintentionally. The rule is unjust. It is just 
that the gentleman from Georgia should receive 
the mileage that he does now, because the rest of 
us receive the mileage that we do. Butif we re- 
ceived the mileage that we ought to receive, his 
mileage would be unjust. The rule is wrong; and 
my objection to the special law in relation to the 
Delegate from Oregon is this, that you have taken 
him from under the operation of the unjust rule 
and made special legislation in regard to hina. We 
ought to legislate in regard to the whole, and not 
in regard to individual cases. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I agree with the gentleman. 
But the very fact that this case is the only one that 
has been taken out from under the unjust rule, 
makes it a just case, and the gentleman therefore 
wishes to overturn the only just ease. According 
to his afgument, we must go backwards. That is 
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progressing with a vengeance! Not having been 
able. on account of the conflict of interests in this 
House and elsewhere, to establish a rule of jus- 
tice, but only to do partial justice by taking this 
case from under the unjust rule, we must now 
reverse that partial justice and do universal wrong ! 
Mr. PARKER, of Indiana, (interrupting.) 
Does the gentleman think it just that we should 
take the gentleman from Oregon, and make him 
an exception to the rule, whether just or unjust? 
Mr. TOOMBS. I hold that an approximation 
to justice, or toa remedy for injustice, is right, 
whether it offends me or anybody else. This 
brings me to another portion of the remarks of 
the gentleman from Indiana. There is a certain 
class of economists in this House which I have 
observed for the last five or six years, who will 
favor any measure coming from whatever source, 
by which they can cut off wrong or extravagant 
expenditures. But there is another class who are 
always preaching economy—who are always 
ready to apply the rule of economy, and get eco- 
nomical upon every case except the one before 
the House. They say, Why go over yonder and 


this one, and I will be with you. 

Mr. FITCH. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him? 
Georgia, if he did not vote for the Galphin claim ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. 


I desire toask the gentleman from | 


I did, sir, and I consider voting | 


for just claims as one of the highest duties of a | 
statesman, and I shall continue to vote for such | 


I 


claims as long as I hold a seat upon this floor. 


would scorn that economy which withholds jus- | 
tice from a public claimant on account of public | 


clamor. 

Mr. FITCH. 
tending for. 1 do not want tomakean unjust dis- 
crimination against the honorable gentleman from 
Oregon, even if the practice is wrong. Let it apply 
to all alike. 


That is precisely what I am con- 


Mr. TOOMBS. Well, sir, this class of econo- 


mists are always ready to cover up their own in- 
iquities, their extravagance, and their blunders, 
by running down even just claims which the 
Government are bound to pay. 
my experience here. They have intimidated some, 
but they have not others, and they never will. 
These are the economists who, when they are can- 
didates for election, you cannot name a resolution 
for economy that they will not vote for. But when 
they come here, in this House, and any proposi- 


That is a part of | 


tion for retrenchment comes up, then they will say, | 


this is a small matter; — trouble the House 
about such small matters, when there is so much 
worthy of prunning by the House? These are the 


economists who always preach economy, but never | 
vote for a proposition for removing a matter of | 
abuse, no matter how clear it may be. Now, I take | 
it that the best place to begin this reform is in this | 


House. 
duce the already increased and constantly increas- 


It will arm us with a moral power to re- | 


ing expenses of thisGovernment. Putit right here, | 
and then you will beable to effect retrenchments in | 
other branches of the Government, without the | 
fear of the abuses in this House being brought up | 
in judgment against you, in the hustings and else- 


where. ‘That is the trouble about it. 


Now, in relation to this compensation, I am ih 
favor of holding on to all we have got in the way | 


of retrenchment, and of gaining all we can. I 
believe this maximum which has been established 
is a just one. It gives this Delegate a compen- 
sation which, in my judgment, is doing him bet- 


ter justice than is done to a majority of the mem- | 


bers of this House. 
compensation of members upon a just ground. I 
believe a majority of gentlemen upon this floor 
recard it as too little. Ihave voted, and am ready 
to vote to incease it. But I desire that it shall be 
fixed upon just and equitable pay oe 

my principle of economy. 


] am in favor of fixing the | 


That is | 
am not for fixing | 


the lowest salaries; but I believe this question | 


ought to be fixed permanently by the House. I 
wish to increase these cases exceptional to the 
general rule, as the means of bringing about gen- 
eral justice. You have got one case—keep it! 
It is not unjust. It is not unfair. The compen- 
sation is enough. Bring down the others within 
the rule—one at a time, if you can—all at once, if 
you can; but stand by what you have gained, if 
you honestly intend to be economical in this 
matter, , 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I regret 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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| that this question was not brought before the 


House in its true shape; then we would under- 


| stand how to vote upon it. 


1 understand the question before us to be this: 
By the organic law of Oregon, passed several 
years ago, that Territory became entitled to a Del- 


egate upon this floor, who, upon coming here, | 


| was to receive the pay of a member, and for mile- 


|} age $2,500. 


Under that organic law, a gentle- 
man was appointed as Governor of that Territory, 
and that gentleman was supposed to know that 
law. I understand that he was the same gentle- 
man who now occupies a seat upon this floor as 
Delegate from that Territory. It has been insin- 
uated that he did not know of suchalaw. Now, 
that gentleman has acted as Governor of Oregon, 
and | do not suppose ’ 


Mr. FITCH. 


I said the Delegate to the last Congress from that 
Territory [Mr. Thurston] came here under the 
same law, and yet received much more than 


| $2,500; and | intimated that he might have justly 
| supposed that some law had been adopted subse- 
take that case—take any case—any bill except 








quently making such provision as allowed a greater | 


compensation than $2,500. 

Mr.STEVENS. Ah! Then he did not know 
what were the laws of his own Territory! He 
did not know but the organic law had been 
changed! I cannot presume so much upon the 
ignorance of the gentleman who represents that 
respectable portion of the country. 
doubt that he came here knowing the law of his 
Territory, for he was bound to know it. He 
came here asa Delegate for $2,500 mileage. 
when he came here the first of December last, he 
was entitled to, and had a vested right to that mile- 


age, and the Government had a vested right to his | 


services for that mileage and his pay. 
two vested rights. 
do you want to give him more? Do you want to 


Here were 


give agratuity to that Delegate? If you do, bring in | 
a fair bill. Say it is enacted by this Congress that | 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall make a gratu- | 
ity to General Lane—I believe that is his name— | 
of $4,000. For what? Why the gentleman could | 
not stand as well as Galphin did. For nothing— 


no pretence of services rendered. 


Mr. FITCH. Will the gentleman allow me a | 


moment, for it is the only way I can get the ear of 
the House? What service di 


lives of our citizens? 


Mr.STEVENS. That isthe way such gentle- | 


men argue! That is the way such statesmen an- 
swer arguments ! 


arguing a question of right, and I mean to argue 
it as honorably and statesmanlike as I can. I 
dare say that is the best the gentlemen can do with 
his side of the 


ter. | 

l was proceeding to say, that you have given 
General Lane, in this bill, a gratuity of $4,000, 
(I believe it is between $4,000 and $5,000, if I can 
calculate itright.) Well, sir, there is no person to 
whom I would more cheerfully make a present, if 


I were allowed by my duty to bestow the public | 
money upon those who have not earned it—to give | 
the public money to those who have rendered no | 


service for it. Ido not know of any one upon 
whom it would give me greater pleasure to bestow 
four or five thousand dollars of the money which 
does not belong to us—for that is what we are 
doing—than to General Lane. Let us understand 
what we are doing. That gentleman has a vested 
right to the $2,500 mileage which the law allows 
him, and the Government has a vested right to 
his service, and you propose to pay him this 
money out of the public Treasury for nothing but 


| because he is a favorite, and a just favorite, of the 


nation. For this, you propose to give him four or 
five thousand dollars. And what excuse has his 
friends for asking it for him? Why, that the gen- 
tleman from California, although he lives nearer to 
the seat of Government, receives more than he 
does. I have nothing to say to this. They both 
came here under the existing laws, and they. 
are fairly entitled to what the laws allow them. 
Would you take the five thousand dollars to which 


BE 


1 did not insinuate that the gen- 
tleman from Oregon did not know of such a law. | 


I have no | 


Now | 


He was entitled to it; and now | 


the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] render this House || 
or the country, while he was away for several | 
weeks of the present session, in defending those | 
who were engaged in a mob which destroyed the | 


God forbid that I should ever | 
descend so low as to answerhim! Sir,I am here, | 


uestion, and I leave the House to | 
judge how admirably he has succeeded. {Laugh- | 


Feb 17, 


the gentleman from San Francisco [ 
SHALL] is entitled, because you conce; 
more than he earned in coming here? 
is his vested right under the existing | 
just as littie can you take honestly—n 
say honestly, for every man acts hoy 
just as consistently can you take two thous, 
five hundred dollars from the mileage of the », “ 
tleman from California as you can add that am,,.., 
to the mileage of the Delegate from Oregon You 
cannot do either. Each party is entitled to his 
rights, and all beyond that is a gratuity. If “ 
gentleman from California chooses to bestow };. 
money upon the Government, he can do it: and if 
the Government choose to bestow its money yo, 
General Lane, it can do it, but let it not be do, 
in the name of justice. = 
Why the gentlemanfrom Indiana, [Mr. Parxyy ) 
sitting behind, says this was so just a claim, that 
he believed if the recipient of it were a Whig, tha; 
his Whig friends would vote for it. It is a poor 
compliment to the party of which I understand 
him to say heisa member. That, it seems, wou) 
constitute a principal merit in the case. | hope 
this insinuation is not just. I hope there are mors 
honest men here than the gentleman speaks of 
When he has associated longer with us, and seep 
more of us, he will find out that there are more 
honest men in the Whig or Democratic side of the 
House than he supposes. I admit, that when we 
have a party question before the House, that we 
are apt to go to the very verge of our belief tp 
sustain it. Is this a party question? Isa man to 
receive a gratuity of $4,000 because he belongs i 
this side of the House? Who would not he 
ashamed of himself, if he estimated his own cop- 
duct as low as the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. 
Parker] does his? Why, [have seen men upon 
all sides of the House, voting indiscriminately 
upon this en some for and some against the 
'| bill; and they voted honestly. Some, I know, 
| are so good-natured that they cannot vote agains: 
a claim brought up by afriend; some vote against 
it because they think it is wrong; some for one 
reason, and some for another. Now, this is my 
view of it. Ido not look upon this as a party or 
personal question at all. And, in the name of 
| conscience, how can it be sustained by such an 
argument as was advanced by the gentleman from 
| Indiana? [Mr. Parxer.] 1 cannot understand 
that argument. I suppose it must be above my 
comprehension. What the personal character or 
conduct of any individual, who goes for or against 
this bill, has to do with the naked question, it is 
for others to understand, but not for me. 

I rose, not to make a speech. I rose merely to 
express my views in relation to this bill; and | 
| have said more than I intended. I will not meve 
to lay this motion to reconsider upon the table; 
but I wish somebody else would do it. I wish to 
|| see the matter disposed of. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to refer to a few con- 
siderations upon this subject, and at the sametime 
I hope that every gentleman will understand that 
I do it with the utmost respect. This subject of 
mileage is one which has been talked about, not 
only a great deal, but which every gentleman who 
has listened to it will say, has been talked about 
very earnestly and very sensibly. There are con- 
siderations connected with it which will, I appre- 
| hend, present difficulties to the mind of any man, 

and he who thinks that he possesses the abilities 
to sit down and provide for this pay of members 
_of Congress, and has the power to reach the difli- 
|| culties surrounding the subject of compensation, 
|| has bestowed but little thought upon the subject. 

Why, sir, as to the argument which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Stevens] has just allu- 

ded to—and I know not with what propriety to- 

wards thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Parker |— 
| I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that I intend to recur to it with the utmost good 
| feeling, and to use it not only as a respectful, but 
| as a legitimate argument touching the compensa 
| 
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tion of members of Congress. 

It is known to all, that members of Congress 
who live within a convenient distance of this Cap- 
itol are in the constant habit of attending to their 
| own personal business, be it professional, mechan- 
\| ical agricultural, commercial, mercantile, or what 
| you please. They not only do it, but they dott 
|| to pecuniary advantage. And while I would not 

allude to any particular case, and would not cer 
tainly make a remark that would be construed into 
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yihing disrespectful—for I speak only that | Evans] was not sincere; and I have alluded to these || of organizing that territory was a paramount one. 
. ich we all know—I would say that members | things only for the purpose of showing that when | Because such were the emergencies of that day, 
oo this floor have been in the constant habit of || gentlemen rise to talk here su flippantly about || does it constitute any reason for now continuing a 
° -ing to their respecuve places of business and || equalizing this whole thing, and satisfying every- | thing that was wrong in itself? Why, sir, it will 
ending to its duties. They are paid for it. It || body, they know but little about it. They would || never do to consider this question of mileage ab- 
. : matter of pecuniary benefit at the time. And, | not want, if you were to believe them, more than stractily—the thing is right or wrong comparative- 
zz it isa matter of much importance to gentlemen || fifteen or twenty minutes in the committee room | ly. You may say that $2,500 is enough for one 
cnwaged in certain kinds of business, inasmuch as to fix and arrange the whole matter. Sir, it would | man to receive for traveling expenses, and let it 
it enables then to retain that business. A profes- | be found to be a work of much greater magnitude | be so; but graduate other men’s rights according- 
~ onal man in the law, with a practice of two, three || than that. ly. Let every man stand or fall upon the same 
Ee four thousand dollars a year, if he lives atai| I repeat, I will go with any gentleman here, not principle. I do not see how the gentleman from 
jistance from this Capitol, and is thus compelled only in the work of retrenchment and reform, but Georgia [Mr. Toomss]—and I concede as much 
', lock up his office, loses his business. His || of equalization. If gentlemen desire to bring down _ ability to him as any man—has answered my ques- 
: ents and counsel elsewhere, and when he has |! the pay of members to a grade too low for ordi- | tion. But does this principle operate so rightfully 
«ished his duties here, he will find that he has || nary capacity, I will never go with them. I like || when it amounts to a thousand or fifteen hundred 
lost his business at home. If he resides ata point the system of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. | dollars, and absolutely wrong when it gets up to 
<p near to this Capitol that he can at convenient || Toomss,] and I will supporta plan which shall pay | three or four thousand dollars. I consider this 
seasons go home, keep up his duties, and retain || members fairly and liberally; but I will go for | not only an invidious distinction, but-as one be- 
his business, he makes no such sacrifice, pecuni- | cones the pay; and lask gentlemen of this |, neath the dignity of this House and the Govern- 
arily, a8 that made by the member who lives ata ouse, inthe mean time, and until we shall get up | ment. Iam not amongst the number of gentle- 
distance too remote to enable him to superintend || a law which shall affect the whole of u##and oper- || men who believe this Government should be felt 
his private affairs. .. || ate with uniformity—at least that shall profess so | only in its power; it should be felt in its mercy, 
Mr. Speaker, l avowed myself yesterday willing | to act—with what propriety do we continue this || in its generosity, in its magnanimity, and in its 
to vote for any proposition which should be brought |! distinction against the Delegate from Oregon? | justice. I believe, with the gentleman from South 
forward here, in good faith, for the purpose of | Whenever a general law is introduced, he will be | Carolina, [Mr. Woopwarp,] that there is too 
equalizing, to a greater extent, the pay of the | affected by it. |, much clamor upon this subject, and that we at 
members of this House. 1 at the same time ex- | Now, in regard to the argument of the gentle- || times are a little too much afraid of maintaining 
pressed my distrust of the effect, practically, of || man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stevens.] Hesays || our own dignity, for fear we shall not be sent here 
any plan that had been suggested. I continue to || there is a contract between the Government of the || to maintain itat all. There is reason, as he says, 
avow that in good faith; and whatever may be said || United States and the Representatives upon this | why a member of Congress should be paid enough 
in regard to other gentlemen, I trust that I may || floor. A contract that the Government shall pay | to induce him to stay here in the lanes of his 
not be regarded as egotistical, when I say I am || the Delegate from Oregon according to the exist- | duties, instead of malin for a clerkship of a third 
willing to meet my constituents, and the world, || ing law, and that he shall receive such pay and be | or fourth rate in the Departments. 
upon any vote I give here, based upon my judg- | contented with it. The gentleman also speaks of Mr. SACKETT. I will make a statement, if 
ment, be it right or wrong. If I commitanerror, || vested rights. Now, that is going a little further |, the gentleman will permit me, with a view of ask- 
| will make an avowal of it to my constituents, || with the doctrine of contracts and vested rights | ing a question, and it is this: A Congress ordina- 
and to the world, and say I am wrong. God || than anything | ever heard of before—a contract | rily sits about twelve months. The fifteen months 
knows I will never talk here for Buncombe, and | that the services shall be given fora consideration! | from the Ist of December of the first session to the 
to suit any particular subject. Never. Nor doI || Then does the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. | end of the next in March, which would give a per 
believe that other gentlemen are disposed to do it. | Srevens,] and do gentlemen from Maryland, New * diem compensation of $2,920. Theaverage distance 
| think there is a great deal more talk about this || York, Virginia, Massachusetts, and the surround- || of travel is about six hundred miles; taking the 
subject, than there is reality. It is an honest, fair || ing States, carry out that contract in good faith | whole Congress together, making $1,120 for travel 
difference of opinion. As to the pay of members || when they go home and attend to their personal | at both sessions, which would give, as the entire 
by the mile, I was anxious to hear the gentleman || business, and draw their per diem here? It isan compensation of members upon an average, 
from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] upon that subject. || infringement of the contract; and if you are to $4,040 for the whole Congress. The Delegate 
Members of Congress are paid so many cents per || carry it out, it would authorize the Government | from Oregon, allowing that he does not return du- 
mile by the existing law. There are gentlemen || to declare that contract at an end, and such mem- || ring the sessions, which is fair, would make him 
living in Illinois, in Wisconsin, in lowa, in Texas, || bers would be without a seat upon this floor. Sir, || chargeable with three months’ additional service, 
in Missouri, in Arkansas, and in many of those || | understand that the representative owes hisduty || and a month’s additional service for the additional 
distant States, who receive what would be called || to his constituents, and that it is a question to be || time in traveling, over the other members, which 
alarge amount of mileage. When you speak of || settled between him and them, whether he does | would make his entire service for the two ses- 
$1,500, $2,000, or $3,000 as mileage, it is a large || his duties, and is upon this floor a length of time | sions just about seventeen months, and his com- 
sum, and more than any man ought to receive. | sufficient to discharge those duties to the best in- pensation at the present rate fixed by law—if I 
But that is not the question at all. Is the principle || terests of his constituents and the country. Let | am correct as to his being allowed $2,500 for each 
upon which members are paid right or wrong? If || him answer it to his own conscience, and upon || session—$7,920; while the average of the other 
it is wrong, do not select the Delegate from the re- || his honor, and to them. He is liable and amena- || members for thirteen months’ services is $4,040. 
mote Territory of Oregon, as the victim, upon || ble to nobody else. Thus the excess of that Delegate’s compensation 


whom to commence this operation of retrench- || This mileage was placed originally, as I under- | over that of the other members is $3,850. 1 be- 

ment and reform. If it is wrong, apply the reform || stand, upon the basis that the Capitol should be | lieve this statement is substantially correct. 

to every member of Congress—go to the founda- | here. I[t was regarded as worth something to this Mr. STUART. I do notsee how any of these 
| 


tion of the evil, and cut it up root and branch. || country to have it here—worth something to this | arguments affect the question atall. I have not 
Equalize the per diem and mileage. If you cannot || locality and the surrounding States; and gentle- contended for a moment that the present law reg- 

do it thoroughly, do it as nearly as you can. But || men who travel to it, were to be paid so many | ulating the pay of members of Congress operates 
I know of no rule of ethics, which makes it right || cents per mile for travel, regardless of the distance. equally. I concede, and concede cheerfully, that 
to pay one man who comes five hundred miles || If, in the proces#of time, and the progress of | it operates very unequally I have contended, and 

forty cents a mile, and wrong to pay another at || improvements and facilities in traveling, this sys- | I intend to, that it is now based upon a well- 

the same rate, who comes five thousand miles. |, tem has become wrong, I repgat, lay the axe at ascertained principle, that it is eight dollars per day 

While upon this subject, allow me to correct a || the root of the tree; correct the evil at its very basis: |, and so many cents per mile for traveling expen- 

misapprehension whiek I was led into by an in- || let it affect every member here alike; but do not | ces; and there is no reason why you should dis- 

quiry at the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms. I || insist upon a discrimination which affects only one | riminate against one man and not against another. 

made an inquiry and a remark that the member || member upon this floor. But itis said, that ithas | I have said, if the system is wrong remodel it; but 
from Texas received $3,000. I was misunderstood || peculiar force, because it is found in the organic , do not apply it to any one man when it has no 

inmy inquiry, and they answered me in miles, || law of the Oregon Territory. Why, Mr. Speaker, | application to another. Let us begin so that it 
instead of dollars. I believe the largest amount || those of us who had seats upon this floor at the wit affect us all equally; and I will go with him 
of mileage received by the gentleman coming || time when that act became a law, will agree with || whe goes furthest and most zealously. 

from the western part of that State, is $2,400. || me, that we would have voted for it, with any pro- Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. From the 
That is a large sum of money in the eyes of many || vision that could have been made in regard to the | commencement of this discussion | have listened, 

men. Thegentleman who comes from Maryland, || payment of the Delegate, if it had been one thou- | being silent myself. I have voted for this bill in 

[Mr. Evans,] thinks that the aggregate mileage } sand, eight hundred, or ten thousand dollars. | every stage of its progress, and I have heard noth- 

paid to all the members should be divided equally || Such was the feeling of Congress upon that occa- ing from any gentleman upon this floor tending to 
amongst them. He does not propose to reduce || sion; such was the feeling of the country, and the | convince me that I have done wrong in thus vo- 
the sum which the Government pays for mileage, || general demand for theorganization forOregon Ter- ting. Now, the only argument | have heard 
but to divide it up equally among the members. || ritory, that the question of the compensation of | which it seems to me is entitled to the character of 
That is the idea of equality entertained upon the | the Delegate was not considered for one moment. one, is that presented by the gentleman from 
part of some members here; and I think it would ] You might have named any number of dollars, |, Georgia, [Mr. Toomas;] and it appears to me that 


astonish the people quite as much as the principle || and it would have been adopted with equal facility | the gentleman, upon a reconsideration of it, will 
that exists now. It would be difficult to deter- || and with the same number of votes. The great | admit that while his argument may be a correct 
mine that the member coming from Maryland, || question of organizing that Territory swallowed || one, the premises upon which he bases it are cer- 
and coming in two hours, should receive an equal || up all others. There were men in this House | tainly not right. It is true that the geutlemen from 
amount of mileage as the Delegate who comes | who felt opposed to, and I, for one, expressed , California, and from other parts of the eT 
from Oregon, a distance of five thousand miles, || myself against that restriction at that time. I are aid at the rate of forty cents a mile for the 
over a country inhabited by hostile Indians and || avowed my determination to vote against it if I | numberof milestraveled. He says that itis wrong ; 
wild beasts, “But I am charitable enough to be- || could get an opportunity to do so; but, at the | but it is according to law. He says that it ts 
lieve that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. || same time, I felt as others did, that the question || right to pay them only $2,500. Now, before I 
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examine the premises as stated by the gentleman, 
I would ask him this question. I will put this 
proposition to the House, whether it is not a fun- 
‘amental principle of jusuce, that matters of this 
kind shall be controlled by general and not by 
special law—whether it is not more important to 


























these things should be established by general 
laws than by special ones? When you come to 
the abstract justice and right of the case, I insist 
that the gentleman’s premises in this respect are 
wrong; and Lask him, by what process of reasoning 
he arrives at the conclusion that $2,500 is a fairer 
compensation for traveling expenses from Oregon 
to the city of Washington and back again, than 
$5,000? “Task him, by what rule he measures the 
value of time, the expenses and the danger of that 
travel which enables him to determine $2,500 as 
a juster compensation than twice that amount ? If 
his premises be true, and if these things are to be 
controlled by arbitrary special law, why the gen- 
tleman from Georgia might be entitled to receive 
twice as much as myself. And why? Because 
his services might be worth twice as much as mine. 
And why? Because he may be twice as intellect- 
ualaslam. Hemay be twice as illustrious; and 
if he acts upon the absolute value of services, you 






























































House. A special law might be passed fixing the 
compensation of every man in this House. Are 
the members of the House prepared to abide by 
such a rule as this? And now take $2,500 as a 
just compensation for traveling from Oregon to 
this country. I ask the honorable gentleman if 
he would be willing to travel there for it? I say, 
sir, humble as I am, and humble as I value my 
own services, if | had no motive of my own, no 
desire for pleasure, | would not be willing to 
take that trip for $2,500, and I presume the gen- 
tleman would not himself. What were the facts 
of the case in reference to the predecessor of the 
gentleman who now occupies the position of 
Delegate from Oregon? He told us, I believe, 
that it cost him $1,200 to come from Oregon here 
for his actual expenses. By ah accident to which 
every one who travels upon that dangerous route 
is liable, he lost $1,200—that made $2,4U0 his ac- 
tual expenses. And in going back he took the 
Isthmus route, contracted a fever, and lost his life. 
That is one of the contingencies; and now I think 
the honorable gentleman from Georgia will admit, 
that in placing $2,500 as a fair estimate for trav- 
eling from California here and back again, he has 
taken an arbitrary estimate. I should like to 
know upon what principle he bases it—whether 
he bases it upon the compensation which he would 
vive to a man in a particular station in life? The 






















































and leave him $10 a month beyond; or whether he 
placed it upon the compensation which he himself 
would charge—a gentleman whose service at home 
is worth double or treble this money? I think there 
is something arbitrary in his mode of getting at 
this estimate of $2,500 as a fair compensation. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Ifthegentlemen willallow me 












ber of the House upon an equal footing, after de- 
ducting the traveling expenses. My rule is, that 
one member is not worth more than any other 
member, no matter what his qualifications may be 
in the House. : 
Mr. STANTON. 1 do not pretend to say that 
it is just, but [do not deem that it is less unjust in 
the case of California members than it is in the 
case of the gentleman from Oregon. I say that it 
operates unequally; and [ am ready and willing to 
ro withthe gentleman from Georgia to equalize it; 
but at the same time [ do not admit the premises 
upon which he basis his calculation; and so long 
as the law exists as it does for the great mass of 
members, we ought to proceed by geéneral laws, 
and not make special ones to the injury of particu- 
lar individuals upon the floor. I say that is a 
greater departure from justice, upon every prin- 
ciple of right and law as settled in most of the 
States of the Union, which have in their constitu- 
tions, I believe, provided that all the laws shall 
be general—than any inequality which exists un- 
der the operation of the present law. Before I sit 
down I must be permitted to say, that I listened 
with great interest and great pleasure to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Woopwarp,] the other day, in reference to the 





























justice in the abstract, as a question of right, that | 


may establish a different rule for every man in the | 


lowest station would be willing to travel for half | 
that amount, provided it would pay his expenses, | 


a moment, I would put the services of every mem- ! 
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| ty men and — through the wilds. 


' and receives over $600. 






compensation of members of the House. I have 
never given a vote upon this floor by tellers, or in 
any other seid teed | have not given likewise upon 
the yeas and nays; and I am ready to vote now, or 
at any time, for a bill fixing the compensation of 
members of Congress at so reasonable a rate that 
there will be no complaint from any quarter. But 
until that is done—until you establish something 


like general justice, | am disposed to proceed ac- | 
cording to the zeneral law which fixes the com- | 


pensation of all the members; for 1 suppose it 
will not be contended that the compensation of a 


| Delegate ought to be different from the compensa- 


tion ofany other member ofthe House. I appre- 
hend that the gentleman from Georgia himself 
would revolt against a proposition that would put 
a limitation upon the mileage of one of the mem- 
bers of Congress, elected from one of the States 


| that did not apply to all of the other members. 


Mr. POLK. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 


'{Mr. SreVens] seemed to imply that some im- 


portance had been given to this question from the 
fact that the Delegate from Oregon was a Demo- 
crat. I repudiate any such accusation. I vote 
for it upon the broad ground of justice; and even 


if I should vote for it upon the ground of favor- | 


itism, there is no gentleman who deserves it more 


than the Delegate from Oregon, {Mr. LANE. } We | 


will take the history of the territorial government 
of Oregon. We will take it from the hour of the 


| appointment of General Lane as Governor, and 


trace it to the present hour, and he has done more 
to relieve that Territory than all the other appli- 
ances of Government that have been extended to it. 


| General Lane was appointed Governor of Oregon. | 


He went to Fort Leavenworth, where there was 
to be a company to escort him to the wilds of Ore- 
gon. Asthe captain was not ready, General Lane, 
with his usual promptitude and energy, took twen- 


came to the Frémont Pass, his guide left him and 
he would wait for no other. 


tribes of Indians, made peace with them, and re- 
ceived no compensation for it. When, in times 


past, Governors have received compensation, both | 


in the way of their salaries and for arranging In- 
dian treaties, he has never demanded anything 
from the Government for such services. 


representatives of a free people—men who profess 


to entertain high-toned feelings and sentiments— || 
men who say their honor lives and dashes through | 
their veins—have been found here ready to count 


the dollars and cents upon him. Shameful! 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ro 
this point upon the ground of adequacy. 

is it Inadequate—is the pay sufficient ? j 
take the ground that it is msufficient. I will take, 
by way of illustration, the case of the gentleman 
himself, and apply it to the Delegate from Oregon. 
I will bring it homegp the gentleman. 


The 


argues 
Te asks, 


his rifle for subsisgence, and he is to be paid ten 
cents a mile. He is to be cut down. If the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] intends to 
make the point of inadequacy, as to the actual ex- 
pense which is incurred in bringing him to Wash- 
ington, | ask him if he cannot go from his own 
home to Washington for $30? I came here for 
$50, and I have received $900. The gentleman 
trom Georgia |Mr. Toomss] comes here for $30, 
If this rule is to operate 
generously, if it is to operate fairly, I ask him to 
come up first and make a sacrifice of himself be- 
fore he offers up the Delegate from Oregon as a 
sacrifice. Let the principle be carried out; apply 
it to yourself; do not hug your sweet $600 to your 
bosom. 
to square this mileage down to the actual expense. 
I am unwilling to take this one isolated case 


to make a sacrifice. The gentleman from Georgia || 
In the history of 


may do it. I scorn to do it. 
this case there is another point which strikes me. 
What has been the action of Congress with re- 
gard to this question? When the Oregon ter- 
ritorial bill was passed, there was a feature in it 
limiting the mileage to $2,500. What was the 
action of Congress immediately after the passage 
of that bill? Who was the former Delegate from 
Oregon? Mr. Thurston. Did he receive $2,500? 


GLOBE. 


When he |! 


His own instinct 1 
led him; and he passed into Oregon, visited sixty || 


He has | 
labored there and has redeemed that Territory. | 
| He stands here to-day as its Delegate, and yet the | 


Why, [| 


He comes || 
to Washington upon an air-lipe railroad at forty |) 


cents a mile; while the gentfman from Oregon | 
passes through a wilderness, depending alone upon || 


I am willing to to-day to vote fora bill | 


ere eee 


Feb, 17, 
| No, sir. Was he limited to the operation of » 
organic law? No, sir. This House, in view” 
its justice, passed a bill, imbodying it in of 
eral appropriation bill, by which they said 
should receive $3,400. Now, are you ule he 
make an exception of the present Delegeret - 
Oregon, and draw a distinction between him vee 
the Delegate who preceded him? Is th 
- 18 House 
ready to oy that Mr. Thurston, for his’ sery 
labor, shall receive $3,400 mileage, and 
present Delegate from Oregon is only entitled | 
$2,500? Is it applicable to the present Delevate: 
No; but the favoritism has been showered upor ‘A. 
Delegate who preceded him. There is One tam 
of injustice. If the gentleman from Georgia wan, 
a case of injustice, that injustice is in this, that vos 
pay a Delegate preceding General Lane 43,49 
while you refuse to pay him the same amoun 
Is there no injustice in that?” If there is justice 
there, I will bow to the gentleman and acknoy!. 
edge it. I only wish to make my opposition, 
known upon this question. I vote for it, foe 
itis right. I only wish to explain why | shal 
vote for it. Ifit is the purpose of the House », 
cut down the mileage of the Delegate from (;. 
egon to the actual expenditure incurred, I am w; 
ling to do it, oeuviasa they pe the principle to 
| diffuse itself and apply to all others. If they say 
I shall receive only the actual expense of traveling 
from my residence to the Capitol, and Jet eae) 
member go to the Sergeant-at-Arms and make « 
statement under oath as to his actual expenses, 
| and let that be his mileage, I am willing it shoul 
‘beso. Iam unwilling that we should take the 
mileage we do ourselves, and fall upon one poor 
Delegate and tear him to pieces. 

Mr. ORR. I had not intended to have partici. 
ated in the debate; but as some consequence has 
een attached to it by the length of time in whic} 

the House has been engaged upon it, | feel it due 
| to myself to state the reasons why I have voted 
continuously for this bill from the beginning, and 
against all the motions made to send it to the Com. 
| mittee of the Whele on the state of the Union, or 
/to recommit it. I do not “aoe to argue as to 
the justice or injustice of the present system by 
which members of Congress are paid a compensa- 
tion. I do not think the present system of mile. 
age is correct. The ‘reason why I vote for this 
particular bill is, that I am in favor of meting out 
| to the Delegate from Oregon the same justice ex- 
actly that is meted out to other members, whether 
it be just or unjust. I want him to be squared by 
the same rule by which other members are squared 
I think, doaeh: that this whole debate has origin 
| ated in a misapprehension and misconstruction of 
the law which was passed the 20th of September, 
1850, by the Committee on Mileage. I think, it 
the proper construction had been given to that 
law, this debate would not have originated, and 
this bill would not have been introduced into the 
House. The act passed upon the 20th of Sep- 
tember, to provide for deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the pay of the mileage of members of the 
House, has a proviso attached to it, which reads 

‘* Provided, That the mileage of Senators and Represent 

atives from California, and the Delegate from Oregon, be 
computed according to the most usually traveled rout’ 
within the limits of the United States, and the per diem o! 
said Senators and Representatives for this session shall con 
mence from the day on which the constitution of Calitor 
| nia,’? &e. 
The restriction in the latter part of the proviso, 
| which speaks of this session, evidently conveys 0 
the mind the impression that the first part of th 
| proviso was intended to be a general law; and! 
think I can appeal to such members of this Hous: 
as were members of the last, that it was the 10- 
tention of Congress in passing the law, that ther’ 
| should be a fixed and permanent mode adopted for 
ascertaining the mileage to the California and Ore 
gon members. 

Mr. FITCH, (interrupting.) The gentleman 
from South Carolina has referred to the provision 
in the deficiency bill of the first session of the 
last Congress, as one designed to operate })r0 
spectively. I do not recollect, of course, what 
was the intention, if there was any expressed: 
but I know that the same provision was before 
| the Committee on Mileage during the second ses- 

sion of the last Congress. That committee, wt! 
scarcely a dissenting voice, decided that the pro 
vision was one temporary, in its effect, which hat 
| expired with the fiscal year that gave birth to the 


iC@ and 
that the 


| bill. For the purpose of testing the question. 
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ever, they computed the mileage of the repre- 
atives from California by the overland route. 
*» gentiemen who were then the Representa- 

af that State took exception to this compu- 
,. and they procured the advice of a gentle- 
"sn, whose legal attainments I believe are second 

‘those of few in the nation; they obtained a | 
vritten opinion from him, and with that opinion 


to. the Presiding Officer of the House. By 


} 
' 
i 
| 


“yes 


a tio! 


went 


. advice, Which the committee deemed worthy 
* all respect, the committee rescinded its own 


resolution, and permitted those gentle- 


revious 


mer 


Vr. ORR. I know that was the construction 
by the Committee on Mileage at the last 
sion, and also the construction of the present 
nmittee. I take it for granted, however, from 
 weading of the act, that that construction of 
* ont is incorrect, and that not only is the Dele- 
vate from Oregon entitled to his mileage over the 
° erland route to Oregon, but that the members 
| Senators from California are not entitled to 
arge by the Isthmus route, but that they are 
stricted by this act to charge for the same route 
« that traveled by the Delegate from Oregon. 
Well, it is said that this proviso expired with 
he bill, at the end of the fiscal year, on the 30th 
last June. Now, let me call the attention of 


I 


sembers to this fact, that at the last session of 


riven 


Congress, there was attached to the civil and | 


jipnlomatic appropriation bill a proviso which pro- 
vided that bounty land warrants should not be 
ocated upon any lands but those that were sur- 
veyed at that time; and what was the construction 
‘ven to that? It was in the general appropriation 
hill; and if the construction contended for by the 
Committee on Mileage is correct, it expires also 
ypon the 30th of June next, and all the noise 
which we have heard in this Hall in favor of repeal- 
¢ that proviso, which it was said had crept 
wdestinely into the bill, has been unnecessary, 
nasmuch as it will expire with the bill in which 
it was incorporated. But it isa mistake. There 
re very many permanent laws that are incorpo- 
ated as sections into our general appropriation bills. 
ltis very often the case that things get into the ap- 
ropriation bills that ought not to be there. I be- 
lieve the rules of the House require that no appro- 
riation shall be incorporated into a general appro- 
priation bill, unless a prior existing law provides 
for it. But we all know that clauses creep into 
the appropriation bills that are not in strict con- 
formity with therules. I am not sure that offices 
ive not been created by clauses in general appro- 
‘ation bills, and it has never been contended be- 
fore that those offices expired with the expiration 
f the year for which the bill made appropriations. 
Itis suggested to m@ that the law abolishing 
fogging in the Navy was also put into a general 
appropriation bill. Is the construction to be put 
ipon that, that it expired with the fiscal year for 
which the appropriations were made? Not at all. 
itis considered now as one of the general, bind- 
ng laws of the land, and is so construed by the 
vhole Navy. And it is the same with reference 
to this bill. 
There ig some authority upon this subject. I 
old in my hand a report made by a committee of 
he Senate, to whom this subject was referred in 
March, 1851. Mr. Cooper, from that committee, 
eported : 
“That they have carefully considered the provisions of 
the aforesaid act, and are of opinion that so inuch of the 
une as provides ‘that the mileage of the Senators and 
Representatives from California, and the Delegate from 
Uregon, be computed and paid according to the most usual 
traveling route within the limits of the United States,’ is 
permanent; and that the mileage of the Senators from the 
‘tate of California, should be ascertained and paid in pur- 
suance of this provision.” 
That, | apprehend, is the right construction. 
Perhaps that construction has been reversed by 


the Senate, but I think it is the correct construc- 


lon of the act. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) || 

think, that upon the very face of this act, the | 
construction contended for by the gentleman from 
South Carolina cannot be maintained. The pro- 
vision in the deficiency bill is to this effect: 


“ Provided, That the mileage of the Senators and Repre- 


‘entatives from California, and the Delegate from Oregon, 
be computed according to the most usual traveling route 
within the limits of the United States; and the per diem of 
“aid Senators and Representatives for this session shall 


advice—I will not say instructions—but by || 


, to draw their mileage, under the law of 1818, | 
ny the Isthmus route. j 
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} 


| commence from the day on which the constitution of Cali 
fornia was first communicated to the two Houses of Con 
gress, respectively.’’ 

It applies to that appropriation alone, and the 
proviso certainly cannot, by any sort of construc- 
tion, be made to extend to others. If it had said 
the mileage shall hereafter be computed by such a 
route, there might be some reason for the con- 
struction, but it is a proviso that the mileage pro 
vided for in this deficiency bill shall be computed by 
| such a route, 

Mr. ORR. [had marked a clause in the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill of the last ses- 
sion to which I wished to refer, but I cannot now 
lay my hand upon it. It was, however, the clause 
to which | have already adverted, providing that 
| land warrants shall not be located upon any lands 
except those surveyed at the time the bill was 
passed. By looking at the phraseology it will be 
found, that that proviso comes in in precisely the 
same way that the proviso comes in in this de- 
ficiency bill. 

But the point to which I called the attention of 
the House when I first rose, and which I do not 
think the gentleman from Tennessee has answered, 
| was this: After providing that the rate of mileage 

shall be ascertained in a particular way, the law 
| then says, that the per diem for this session, and so 
forth, showing that it was evidently the intention 
of the law-makers to restrict the latter clause of 
the proviso, and that the first clause of the proviso 
was to be general in its operation. 

If 1 am correct in the construction which I have 
given to this act, then the Committee on Mileage 
should have ascertained the mileage due to the 
Delegate from the Territory of Oregon according 
to the terms of this act, and that is by the overland 
route; and they should have ascertained the mile- 
age due to the Representatives from California 
according to the same route. Andif the House 
should concur with me, that the construction which 
I give to this act is the true construction, and that 
} It 1s a permanent and nota temporary provision, 
| then a simple resolution of the House so constru- 
| jag the law, is all that will be necessary, and di- 
recting the committee to reverse the decision made 
in its construction. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. On yesterday I was in- 
quired of by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [{Mr. Woopwarp,} whether the general law 
of 1818 did not limit the mileage of members to the 
amount of their per diem. At that time, I stated 
very confidently that no such provision was to be 
found in that law. I wiil now read the section of 
| thelaw. It is as follows: 

“Sec.2. .and bP it further enacted, 'Thatat every session 
of Congress after the said third of March, one thousand eight 
hundred and seventeen, each Representative and Delegate 
shall be entitled to receive eight dollars for every day he has 
attended, or shall attend, the House of Representatives, and 
shall also be allowed eight dollars for every twenty miles of 
| the estimated distance by the most usual read, from his place 
| Of residence to the seat of Congress, at the commencement 
| and end of every such session and meeting; and that all 
sums for travel already performed, to be due and payable at 
the time of passing this act. And in case any representa 
tive or delegate has been, is, or shall be, detained by sick 
ness, On his journey to or from the session of Congress, or, 
after his arrival, has been, is, or shall be, unable to attend 
the House of Representatives, he shall be entitled to the 
same daily allowance. And the Speaker of the Ilouse ot 
} Representatives shall be entitled to receive, in addition to 
his compensation as a representative, eight dollars for every 
day he has attended, or shall attend, the House: Provided 
always, That no Representative or Delegate shall be allowed 
| asum exceeding the rate of eight dollars a day, from the 

end of one session to the time of his taking his seat in an 
}} other.’? 


Mr. STUART, (interrupting.) Will the gen- 
tleman from Indiana yield the floor for a motion 
to adjourn ? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I have only a few re- 
marks to make, but I have no objection to give 
| way for an adjournment. 
| 
i 








[Cries of **Go on!”’ and ** Oh, no!’’) 
Mr. H. 
| Michigan. 
On motion by Mr. STUART, 
The House adjourned until to-morrow 
PETITIONS, &e. 
i The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
|| under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 
|| By Mr. WALLACE: The petition of Whitemarsh L. 
|| Seabrook, Joseph Whaley, and others, praying payment for 
} military service rendered the United States in the war of 
| 


I give way to the gentleman from 


1812. 


By Mr. McLANAHAN: A memorial from citizens of 


Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the renewal of the 
| patent granted to Austin and Zebulon Parker for alleged 
improvements in reaction water- wheels 


585 


By Mr. EDGERTON: Petitions of citizens of Henry 
county, Ohio, for an amendment of the bounty land law of 
160 

Also, the memorial of assistant marshals of Allen and 
Shelby counties, Ohio, asking additional compensation for 
taking the census 

By Mr. SCHOONMAKER: The petition of Sarah Gard 
iner, mother of Captain J. R. B. Gardiner, deceased, for 
bounty land and a pension 

yo, the petition of Enos Mallory, of New York, for a 
pension 

By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of citizens of Nor 
folk, praying the establishment of a pest route from Mat 
thews Court-House to Norfolk, via East river 

iy Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The memorials of Coleman 
Novel, Wiley C. Burton, and Amos 8. Wells, administrator 
of the estate of Joseph Herin, deceased, of the State of In 
diana, praying additional coimpensafion for their services as 
assistant marshals in taking the Seventh Censu 

By Mr. DURKEE: The petition of Washington Bastia: 
and 388 others, citizens of the United States, asking Con 
gress to refuse the renewal of the patent of McCormick’ 
reaper 

Also, the memorial of the Janesville County Agricultural 
Society, asking Congress to establish a national Agricultural 
Bureau. . 

Also, a memorial from the mayor, United States marshal , 
and authorities of the city of Milwaukie, recommending the 
General Government to build at certain points the safety 
anchorage, as exhibited by Colonel Sherburn 

Also, the memorial of John H. Sherburn, presenting the 
same subject for the consideration of Congress 

By Mr. WELCH : The petition of John C. Holeom) and 
Edward T. Holcomb, asking an increase of compensation 
for services as assistant marshals in taking the census 

By Mr. HENN: The petition of George W. Crawford 
and 30 others, citizens of Henry county, lowa, asking a 
grant of land to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Burlington, via Mount Pleasant, Fairfield and Ottumwa, 
to the Missouri river. 

By Mr. FITCH: The petition of John Dunning, asristant 
marshal of Porter county, Indiana, asking additional com 
pensation. 

sy Mr. CONGER: The petition of Richard Butler and 
others, in favor of establishing a post route along the plank 
road from Mt. Clemens, in Macomb county, Michigan, by 
way of Romeo, to Almont, in Lapeer county, in said State. 

Also, the petition of E. P. Hastings, asking for compen 
sation as pension agent from 1836 to 1846 

By Mr. BABCOCK: The petition of the Mayor, Board 
of Trade, and other citizens of Oswego, asking Govern 
ment to build a safety anchorage in the harbor of Oswego, as 
exhibited to them by Colonel Sherburn. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oswego county, New Yor! 
praying a change in the bounty land law of 1850. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of John A. Poor, 
Elijah L. Hamlin, and A. G. Chandler, executive commit 
tee in behalf of the State of Maine, and members of the 
corporation of the European and North American Railway, 
for aid to said work 

Also, the remonstrance of A. M. Roberts and others, mer 
chants, ship-owners, and insurers of Bangor, Maine, against 
the repeal of an ** Act for the reduction of the costs and ex 
penditures ip admirality agaiost ships and vessels,’’ passed 
March 3, 1847 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of John R. Bond 
praying compensation for his services as acting purser 

by Mr. PRICE: The memorial of Roswell L. Colt, gov 
ernor of the Society for establishing useful Manufactures, 
Charles Danforth, Daniel Barkalow, C. 8. Van Wagoner 

A. Canfield, C. Colt, R. B. Chiswell, D. K. Allen, and & 
others, citizens of Paterson, New Jersey, interested in thy 
silk trade of the United States, represent, that the present 
tariff on raw silk is destructive to the interests of a large 
class of American citizens, and desire a total repeal of the 
duty on raw silk, and to make a clear discrimination be 
tween it and an article faradvanced in its progress of man 
ufacture 

ty Mr. DOTY: A resolution of the Legislature of Wis 
consin, relative to the military reservation at Fort Winns 
bago 

Also, the memorial of the Board of Supervisors of the 
county of Columbia, soliciting a grant to the State of Wi« 
consin of the military reservation at Fort Winnebago, in 
aid of the improvement of the Neenah and Wisconsin nvers 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: The petition and 
other papers of Samuel Morelock, praying Congress to 
place his name on the roll of invalid pensions. 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: The memorial of the as 
sistant marshals of Columbiana county, for an increased 
compensation for services in taking the census, &c. 

Also, from citizens of Carroll and Tuscarawas counties, 
for a mail route from Carrollton to Zoar, Ohio 

Aliso, from citizens of Mount Pleasant, Ohio, for a «hi; 
canal around the Falls of Ste. Marie’s river, Michigan 

By Mr. BUSBY: The memorial of Almon Hayes, P. 7 
Coleman, and Margaret A. Stokes, widow of E. G. Stokes, 
deceased, assistant marshals of the county of Richland, 
Ohio, asking increased compensation fortaking the census 

tv Mr. FOWLER: The petition of William D. Simmons 


and 100 others, citizens of Plymouth, Massachusetts : rleo. 


of N. Pendleton and 10 others. merchants and ship-masters 
of Bangor, in Maine ; also, of P. Jones, jr., and 102 others, 
master-mariners of Boston, Massachusetts, praying for an 
appropriation from the Treasury of the United States for 
the improvement of the harbor of Scituate, in the State of 
Massachusetts 

On motion by Mr. AVERETT, 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files the papers in the case of Captain Thomas Thweatt’s 
heirs, petitioning for commutation pay, and refer them to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 

On motion by Mr. SCUDDER, 

Ordered, That the petitions of Zaccheus Knowles and 
others, and Joshua Knowles and others, tor allowance of 
fishing bounties to the owners and erew of schooners Florilia 
and Garnet, of Truro, Massachusetts, be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Commerce 
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IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 18, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. LittLeton F. MorcGan. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

A message from the President of the United 
States was received by Mr. M. P. Firimore, his 
Secretary, transmitting to Congress a letter ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of State by the Comhhis- 
sioner of the United States under the convention 
with Brazil, setting forth the obstacles which 
have impeded the conclusion of the business of 
that commission; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. WADE presented the memorial of J. H. | 


Kikendall, an assistant marshal for taking the 
Seventh Census in Ohio, praying additional com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. . 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of in- 
habitants of St. Lawrence county, New York, 
praying the construction of ship canals around 
the Falls of Niagara, and Sault Ste. Marie; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Clem- 


ent, Charles L. Mass, and William K. Caton, | 


praying remuneration for being deprived, under 
an Indian treaty, of certain land upon which 


they were digging gold; which was referred to | 


the Committee of Claims. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New York, pray- 
ing that a pension may be allowed Daniel Doland, 
for injuries received in the late war with Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DOWNS presented a resolution of the | 


Legislature of Louisiana in favor of a donation 
of the military reserve at Fort Jesup to the State, 
for the purpose of establishing a seminary of learn- 
ing thereon; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Alabama, asking an appropriation 
of land to establish a lunatic asylum, and for the 
education of the blind and the deaf and dumb; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Alaba- 
ma, asking a grant of land to equalize the value 
of the sixteenth sections in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Alaba- 
ma, asking an extension of the time for making 
selections of school lands; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Alaba- 
ma, asking a graduation of the price of the public 
lands in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of Henry 
Grinnell, praying the Government to accept the 
vessels which were purchased and prepared by 
him and sent insearch of Sir John Franklin and 
his companions, to be used with others in a new 
expedition for the same purpose, which he prays 
may be fitted out the ensuing spring; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHASE presented a memorial of insurance 
companies, merchants, and others interested in 
the Commerce of Cincinnati, praying that the act 
reducing the costs of proceedings in admiralt 
against ships and vessels may not be repealed; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented seven memorials of 
assistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census 
in Indiana, praying additional compensation; 


which were referred to the Committee of Claims. | 


Also, the proceedings of the Board of Common 
Council of Jeffersonville, Indiana, in relation to 
the Louisville and Portland Canal, and recom- 
mending the construction of a new canal around 
the Falls of the Ohio; which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. GWIN presented a memorial of citizens 
of California, urging an immeédiate survey of the 
yublic lands in that State, and the adoption of a 
liberal system towards the State in their disposi- 


tion; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Public Lands. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was 
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r 
Ordered, ‘That the memorial of the children of Joseph 


| Bradley, deceased, en the files of the Senate, be referred to 
| the Committee on Pensions. 


| 


On motion by Mr. BADGER, it was 
Ordered, That David Taylor have leave to withdraw his 
memorial and papers on the Executive files of the Senate. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill to authorize | 


| the State of Wisconsin to select the residue of the 
| lands to which that State is entitled under the act 


| the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, reported it with 


of 8th August, 1846, to aid in the improvement of 


| an amendment. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial | 
of Johnson Lykens, reported thereon, and, in 
concurrence therewith, it was ordered that the 


| Committee be discharged from the further consid- | 


| lution for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Corde- 


| merce, to which was referred the petition of Noah 


eration of the subject. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Johnson K. Rogers, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a joint reso- 


rey; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- | 
ritories, reported a bill for the benefit of the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 


Miller, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Noah 
Miller, of Lincolnville, in the State of Maine, and 
for the relief of other persons; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. The report | 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 


| was referred the memorial of the Mayor and 


|| Common Council of the city of Washington, re- 
| ported a bill to extend the collection district of 
| Georgetown to the city of Washington, in the | 
| District of Columbia; which was read and passed 


** An act to provide for the better security of the 





| by a bill for her relief; which was read and passed 


| Pensacola Bay, in Florida, to Montgomery, in 


members of the Board of Aldermen and Board of | 


to the second reading. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the petition of Rob- 
ert T. Norris, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for his relief; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the petition of Lewis H. Bates 
and William Lacon, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for their relief; whith was read and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to amend an act entitled 


lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled 
in whole or in part by steam;’’ which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it-was 


Ordered, That five hundred extra copies of the said bill 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of Mar- 
tha L. Downes, submitted a report, accompanied 


to the second reading. 
be printed. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill granting 
the right of way and making a grant of land to 
the States of Florida and Alabama in aid of the 
construction of a railroad from the waters of the 


The report was ordered to 


the State of Alabama, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 


COMMUNICATIONS FROM KOSSUTH. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred the motion to print a letter 
of Louis Kossuth to the President of the Senate, 
pro tem., together with a copy of a communica- 
tion addressed by him to the President of the Uni- 
ted States, have directed me to report in favor of 

rinting the same. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote upon the 
concurrence in that report is taken, [I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to the subject. I, | 
as an individual Senator,am opposed to the print- 
ing of these letters; and I sianpky desire to call the | 
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oe 
Senators do Not 
S€ FFPOFts Unless 


attention of the Senate to it, as 
usually give their attention to the 
it is specially called to them. The motion 

. . . ° is th 
print matter which I think is not atall necessary ¢ 
the public interest. It isa subject upon whict for 
have already had so much printing and so 
talking here, that I think it 1s time, with all 
ence to the opinions of others, that it sho 
disposed of finally, and not printed or talked abo,., 
any more. I understand the usual custom js ,, 
submit a report for the concurrence or rejection o: 
the Senate when it comes from the committee. 7 

The PRESIDENT. Generally speaking. ;; ;, 
taken up as soon as the report is made. TT, 
question, then, will be on concurring in the report 
of the committee. ’ 

Mr. BADGER. I — hope the Senate w;) 
not concur in the report. I was in hopes that y. 
had got rid of this subject after the military a). 
pearance which M. Kossuth made in this Hy 
some time ago, and that he would not be presente 
here again, in his literary character. 
lay the report on the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator will wit. 
draw that motion for a short time. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly, if the Senator yj) 
renew it. r 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will renew it if the Senato, 
will authorize me to withdraw it should any other 
Senator, for the purpose of making any remarks, 
desire me to do so. 

Mr. BADGER. I withdraw it unconditionally. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I believe I have troubled tie 
Senate as little as any member, in relation to the 
individual who has made this communication to 
the Senate. I do not recollect that his name ever 
passed my lips on this floor until this morning, 
when I made that report. The communication js 
at least from a very distinguished individual, 
There are those in this body who desire that i: 
shall be preserved at length upon the records of 
the Senate. It comes within no rule which has 
been laid down by the Printing Committee, or by 
the Senate, in relation to printing; but it is a 

uestion which stands outside of all those rules, 
aking, then, the character of the individual, and 
the disposition of many Senators to spread it upon 
the Journal, and there preserve it, a majority of 
your committee were in favor of printing it. | 
will consume no more time in talking upon the 
subject. 
he PRESIDENT. It will not go on the Jour- 
nal if it is ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Not at length. 

Mr. BADGER. I renew the motion to lay the 
report upon the table. 

Mr. CHASE asked for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion; and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Borland, Butler, Clarke, 
Clemens, Dawson, Jones of Tennessee, King, Miller, Mor- 
ton, Pratt, Rusk, Spruance, Underwood, and Uplhiam—l6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, 
Chase, Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Doug- 
las, Downs, Felch, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Jenes of 
Iowa, McRae, Norris, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Stockton, 
Sumner, and Wade—24. 

So the motion to lay the report on the table was 


not agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. The question now comes 
up on the printing of the communication on the 
report of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CHASE asked for the yeas and nays upon 


it, 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote is taken, | 
have one remark to make in —- to the 
proposition to print. I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact, that these letters have al- 
ready been printed by the Senate; that they are 

rinted now in the two newspapers which pub- 
fish the official record of our proceedings here, 
and that the whole proceeding appears upon the 
Journal. By being published in the official report 
of our proceedings, those letters have as much 
publicity given to them as, I think, any reason- 
able man can require. This is a proposition to 
print these communications in pamphlet form, and 
make them one of our regular documents. To 
that I am opposed. It will incur but a small ex- 
pense, it is true, but it will be, giving an import- 
ance to the matter to which it is not entitled. 

Mr. BADGER. I would suggest to my friend 
who is at the head of the Printing Committee, 
[Mr. Boranp,] that to give publicity to the com- 
munication is not at all the object of this printing. 
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= me 


the motive that will prompt Senators to vote against 
the printing; but it will be so taken throughout 
im da the country. I did not participate to any extent 
nt of the very principles of republicanism | in the debates which arose in regard to the wel- 
neoighout the world, in our Congressional docu- || come reception of this distinguished man; but 1 
ents, to be handed down to posterity incompany | know the sentiment which animates a large por- 
) communications of a similar kind which || tion of the people of this country in regard to him. 
ome to the Senate. || | know the sentiment which animates, especially, 
Mr. CASS. | I am not going to argue this ques- | the people of my own State. They have received 
natall, particularly on the issue made by the || him with distinctions and honors, which have 
,onorable Senator from North Carolina. This | never before been paid to mortal man, but La- 
-omumunication, as I understand it, is simply a | fayette. And, in that, sir, Jet me say, they have 
iter of thanks from this gentleman to Congress || simply imitated the example of this Senate, which 
fe inviting him here. It is sent to us in the most || paid to him honors which it never before paid to 
modest and proper language. All that is proposed || any other man but Lafayette. ; 5 
that we should show, upon our record, that we Mr. CLEMENS. Did not the Ohio Legisla- 
have received it, and given it that respect to which | ture refuse to pay his expenses ? 
xis entitied. As the issue now is, to refuse ti Mr. CHASE. They did not: and I am happy 
opint it, is to reject it, and throw contempt upon || that an occasion is presented for the contradiction 
‘ve man. ‘That fam not disposed to do. || of thatrumor. And now, when this distinguished 
7 Mr. BUTLER. I recollect that when meee: || exile returns to us, modestly and courteously, his 
‘ion was before the Senate to welcome Louis || thanks for the honor we have done him, and the 


gsi , . ° ° . . mah: 
Kossuth, it was expressly disclaimed that it was || committee which has charge of this matter reports 
in favor of printing his communication, can we do 


with any view to address the Senate of the United rin 
States, It was to place it upon a parallel with the || less than printit? Itseems to me that we can do 
recepuon of Lafayette, which was a very high || nothing less, without discourtesy. I am therefore 
honor, L confess. I now understand this gentle- || in favor of printing. And I am in favor of it for 
man to have written to the President. So far as || another reason. Because I would take every op- 
it was & private communication to the Président || portunity legitimately offering itself to avow my 
of the United States, returning his thanks for hon- || sympathy with that man and his mission, and my 
ors which had been shown him by this Govern- || concurrence in the great general principles which 
ment and the people of the United States, there | he proclaims in the hearing of the American peo- 
could be no objection to it; but when the Presi- || ple. I think it is ase Mr. President, since this 


dent thinks proper to send a communication of question has assumed the shape it has, to renew 


1852. 


have this communication from the Gov- 
or Chief Magistrate, of the independent 
+e and Kingdom of Hungary, and the imbodi- 


———— eee — 


Ir 1s tO 


ernor, 


that kind to the Senate, it is allowing this gentle- || the call for the yeas and nays on the motion to 


man—Mr. Kossuth—to address himself indirectly || print. 
to the Senate of the United States, and, so far as || The yeas and nays were ordered. 
this proceeding will do it, to obtain the sanction of || The PRESIDENT. The Chair will take occa- 
this body, impliedly, to the doctrines set forth in || sion to say, in consequence of the remarks of the 
that paper; for it is not a simple expression of his || honorable Senator from Ohio, that the communi- 
return of thanks to this body. \| cation was not addressed to the Presiding Officer 
Mr. BADGER. By no means. || of the Senate. There was a letter received from 
Mr. BUTLER. It must not go out with any || Louis Kossuth, addressed to me, and which he 
such understanding. If it had been of that kind, || requested me to lay before the Senate, enclosing a 
[ presume it would never have found its way here. | communication which he had made to the Presi- 
Ifit had been a simple, modest return of thanks to || dent of the United States. He was informed, he 
the President of the United States, we would never || says, by the Secretary of State, that that was not 
have heard of that paper. But it is the vehicle, || the proper course to be pursued, and that the 
under the name of returning thanks to this Gov- || President could not communicate it to Congress; 
ernment, of the doctrine of this gentleman, and so | and, in consequence of that” information, as he 
far as we give our sanction to it, we are called upon || states in his letter to me, and on advice from the 
todeit. In other words, we are called upon to | Secretary of State, that he should adopt the course 
take this paper from this ex-Governor, or gentle- || of addressing it to the Presiding Officers of the 
man who claims to be the Governor of a foreign | Senate and of the House of Representatives, he 


} 


country, and place it upon our archives as one of || did so. 1 hesitated for some time with regard to | 

the documents of the Senate. \| my duty to lay such a paper before the Senate. 
Mr. BADGER. It is a political paper. || But, on consulting with others, I thought it was 
Mr. BUTLER. It is apolitical paper to all in- || the best course to pursue. 


tents and purposes. What effect it may have || Mr. BADGER. [f there is any implication of 
upon the public mind of the United States, or of || discourtesy to Louis Kossuth in the Senate's re- 
Europe, | know not. But the object is, disguise || fusing to print this document, the disrespect, I 
it as gentlemen may, to send it forth with all the || think, must be fairly attributable to the Senator 
indorsement and imposing sanction that can be || from Ohio. When these papers were offered here 
imparted-to it by this body. 
= of thanks, as the Senator from Michigan | 
calls it. 


| 
Mr. CASS. I did not intend to sa ae 
| 





| any manifestation of disrespect on the part of the 
| Senate. He thought proper, however, to make a 
| motion to print the papers. They are of a char- 
|| acter which the Senate is not in the habit of print- 

the sentiments contained in it. | ing; and I believe the Senate has never received 
Mr. BUTLER. I did not say so. | such papers before. We have papers laid upon 
_Mr. CASS. I understood that that was the in- | our tables every morning by dozens, that nobody 
umation of the honorable Senator. '| ever thinks of moving to print. But the Senator 


Mr.BUTLER. Very far fromit. 
to be very explicit, and I 
wanted this to be sent forth, by implication, under || tent with the papers being presented and read, but 
the sanction of this body. I did not say that, if || he moves to print them. Under the rules of the 
we print it, we sanction the doctrines contained in || Senate, the motion was referred to the Committee 
it. I daresay some gentlemen are very willing to || on Printing. The Committee on Printing, ani- 
adopt them. I am not. | mated, I suppose, by the same favorable disposi- 
Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, when this || tion towards the enthusiasm which has sprung up 
communication was received yesterday by the || in this country toward this great military chief- 
Senate, it was addressed to you, as the President || tain, or warrior—but who, my friend from Ala- 


word. But, really, it seems to me to bea new 
idea, that because we print a paper, we advocate 


laid before ‘us. was read to the Senate, after 
the question upon reading had been put by the || that the Senate concur in it. Now,I say, that as 
Chair, without objection. .And then a motion || there was, in my judgrient, no propriety in the 
was made by myself, that it should by printed; original motion to print, as it is notin accordance, 
which went, in its regular course, and without || ae think, with the usages of the Senate to print 
objection, to the Committee on Printing. The || such papers—as the case is of a description pecu- 


of this body. " yourself, as President, it was bama said the other day, was not great at fight- | 
t 


Committee on ne this morning, has reported || liar and unusual in our proceedings—there 1s no | 
t 


in favor of printing this document, and now, if || disrespect offered to the person in question by re- 
the Senate refuse to print it, it will be taken as an || fusing to print them. But if there be any disre- 
act of discourtesy. Ido not say that-such willbe |! spect, it is brought upon us by no action of the 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. . 


It is nota simple re- || yesterday, and read, everything was done with | 
respect to them which was necessary to prevent | 


I attempted || from Ohio, in his zeal to reflect the enthusiasm of | 
said that this gentleman || his State in favor of Louis Kossuth, is not con- | 


|ing—report back the motion, and recommend | 


O87 


Senate at all, but In consequence of the motion 
made by the Senator from Ohio. For my own 
part, I wish that the records could be kept, as far 
as possible, clear of any further proceedings re- 
specting this gentleman. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have voted against the 
proposition to lay this motion on the table, and I 
shall vote for the printing of this communication 
I was influenced, and am influenced, by consider- 
ations of respect and courtesy toward the distin- 
=, personage from whom it proceeds. But 

am influenced more by a consideration of the 
self-respect which I think theSenate owes to itself. 
The Congress of the United States, at a time in- 
teresting to the friends of liberty and free govern- 
ment throughout the world, sent a national ship 
to bring this personage from Europe to our shores. 
On his arrival here, the Congress of the United 
States, in the name, and in behalf of the American 
people, bade him welcome to the capital. He 
came here, and was received by Congress. Upor 
his departing, he addressed to the Congress a re- 
spectful note through the President of the United 
States; but formalities of etiquette prevented the 
President from sending it to Congress, and it is 
now respectfully submitted by the gentleman him- 
self to Congress. It seems to me that a refusal to 
receive it can do no injury to him, but may impait 
our own self-respect. It is but courteous, under 
all the circumstances, to give a respectful congé to 
our guest. Congress having received this person 
as a guest, it appears to me, only acquits itself of 
an ordinary act of hospitality by receiving this 
communication. Under these circumstances, with 
out at all referring to the contents of the paper, or 
to the manner of the paper, | think it is our duty 
to receive it. I see nothing objectionable in the 
communication; but if there was, courtesy, under 
all the circumstances, would seem to make it our 
duty to receive it, however objectionable it might 
be. 

Mr. RUSK. Did I understand the Chair to 
say, that this communication was not addressed 
to the Presiding Officer of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state again 
what is the true state of the case. The paper pro- 
posed to be printed, was addressed to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. The Secretary of State, 
by letter, (as Louis Kossuth informs me in a let- 
ter, dated at Cincinnati,) informed him that the 
President declined to communicate it to the two 
Houses of Congress, as it was not exactly in ac 
cordance with usage; and he suggested to him the 

propriety of sending it to the Presiding Officers of 
the two Houses; in consequence of which he ad- 
dressed a letter to me, stating this fact, and asking 
| me to present it to the Senate. I presented the 
letter addressed to me by Louis Kossuth, together 
with the paper which was addressed to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and which the President 
had declined to lay before Congress, and had so 
‘notified Louis Kossuth through the Secretary of 
| State. 

Mr. SEWARD. Here is the letter, dated Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, February 14, 1852, and addressed 
to the Hon. Wm. R. King, President of the Sen- 
ate. It sets forth, that on the 12th of January, i \ 
Kossuth addressed a letter to the President of the a} 
United States, and requested him to communicate 
it to Congress; and a copy of that letter is an- 
nexed to his communication to the President of 
the Senate, under the advisement of the Secretary 
of State. I will read that part of his letter: 


** Not initiated into the diplomatic forms of the United 
States, I respectfully directed my farewell to his Excellen 
cy the President, and requested him to communicate my 
assurance of everlasting gratitude to the Senate and the 
House of Representatives. 

«The Secretary of State had since the great kindness to 
inform me, though his letter has reached me but recently, 
}| that my request in respect to the communication would 
|| have been gladly complied with, if it were consistent with 
the accepted forms ; and he suggested it to me, a8 a more 
appropriate way, to send copies of my address to the Presi ; 
dents of the Senate and of the House. 

“It is upon this suggestion of the Secretary of State that 
I have now the great honor to inclose the feeble expression 
of my everlasting gratitude and hope, with the request to 
have it communicated to the august body of which you are 
the President. 

“Mr. President of the Senate, your most humble and 
deveut servant, L. KOSSUTH.” 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to bring to the view of 
the Senate a remark made by this gentleman in 
the first paragraph of his letter to the Presiding 
|| Officer of this body. He says: 

‘* Before I left Washington city, I felt myself bound by 
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gratitude to return my warmest thanks to the Government 


and the Congress of the United States, for their generous 
patronage they had so kindly granted to me as to the hum- 
ble representative of my country.” 


He speaks of our having received him as *‘ the 
humble representative of his country.’’ He has 
assumed, in that letter to us—what I did not in- 
iend, by any vote of mine, to do—that we recog- 
nized him as an official representative, or any oth- 
erwise as @ representative, or that he had any 

suntry, contradistinguished from the one which 
exists under the Government of Austria. But, I 
yuppose this gentleman has served his purposes 
very well, and has, in some measure, subserved 
the purposes-of others, by being a political agita- 
tor. And it is in that point of view that he com- 
mends himself, 1] have no doubt, to many who 
vote for this. 

The Senator from Ohio undertakes to say, that 
be a discourtesy. Allow me to say, that when 
gentlemen make imprudent issues, and we are not 
disposed to sustain them and their issues, the re- 
tort is immediately made: If you do not do so and 
so, which we have tendered, and which ought not 
to be done, the reproach falls upon those who op- 
pose imprudent motions of this kind, if you 
choose to call them so. It was an unusual thing 
to make a proposition to print a paper of this 
kind. It was an unusual paper. And if it did 
not come from Louis Kossuth, with all the asso- 
ciations connected with his doctrines and his 
name, | answer for it, that no such motion would 
have been made. Gentlemen cannot disguise the 


| 
| 
| 


f we refuse to print this communication, it will | 


fact from the country, that the object of this mo- | 


tion is to give importance to this gentleman’s mis- 


ion, and, as far as a vote will go to do it, to in- | 


dorse his doctrines and to fortify his sentiments. 
I cannot, consistenly with my regard for the dig- 
nity of this body, undertake to admit the opinions, 
much Jess sanction the interference—for inter- 
ference it is—of this foreigner. 

Mr. DOWNS. 
cussion in relation to Kossuth; and I do not think 


I have any extreme opinions on any side of the | 


question: but it really seems to me astonishing 
that opposition should be made to printing this 
document. The honorable Senator from North 


Carolina (Mr. Bapcer] thinks it is not such a | 
I would like | 


document as it is usual to print. 
that gentleman to say what the rule is on that 
ubject ?>—what particular kind of documents is it 
confined to? It seems to me, that, instead of there 
being any technical rule on the subject, it is cus- 
tomary for the Senate to order such documents to 
be printed as they think will be useful, and ought 
to be preserved in the archives of the nation. 
We often print memorials, resolutions from State 
Legislatures, and many other documents contain- 


ing facts worthy of preservation. Without giving | 
any opinion as to the course of Kossuth, or any- | 


thing connected with his visit to the United States, 
1 must say that his visit, his reception and course 
here, form an interesting event in our history. 

Vithout expressing any approbation of his 
course, or any opinion in regard to it, I think it 
is but right and fair, when he is taking leave of 
us, that we should drder to be printed and put on 
record his response. I donot feel myself respon- 


I have not entered into any dis- | 





sible for anything he has said, if he has said im- | 


proper things; but this is a part of the history of 


this transaction; and [ cannot eonceive why the | 


honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bapcer] and the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Butier} should be so sensitive on 


this subject. They seem to be actuated by a kind | 


of hydrophobia, as if everything relating to Kos- 
suth hati something injurious and poisonous about 
it. It seems to me, that if there is such deadly 
venom in everything connected with Kossuth, 
these two gentlemen ought to have discovered it 


| by his reception here. 


stand in this attitude: That we have invited Louis 
Kossuth here; that we have received him with hos- 


1is bow, and proposes to take his leave, we tell 
him he shall not make his bow and take his leave, 
but that we will kick him out.’ How does that 
present the state of the case now before the Sen- 
ate? I thought he had been here. 
had been received, and that he made his bow. I 
was not here on that occasion, but I suppose he 


| desired to make his bow, and I am sure that am- 


| ple opportunity was allowed him to make his bow; 


that he was allowed to retiré out of the Senate; 
and that he was neither hurried nor kicked out. 
He now sends us a letter which he calls a letter of 
thanks. Assume it to be a letter of thanks. We 


have received, we have read it. And the honora- 


i. . ; er " 
| in this whole matter; and I am fearfi! 


| things with which the Senate has noth 
eng. and that now, when he wants to make || 


| ble Senator says it is equivalent to kicking him | 


out, when he wants to make his bow, if we do not 
print and preserve it among the archives of the 
country. It seems to me that thatis a very strange 
interpretation of the matter. No incivility has 
been offered to this man. The Senate has received 


LOBE, _ 


| had nothin 
|| Kossuth. 
I thought he | 


this paper, and it has been read at the desk. And || 


it is said that we are now offering an indignity to 


him, equivalent to kicking bim-out, when he wants | 


to make his bow and take his leave, because we 


| object to printing the paper he has sent tous. We 


have not yet quite done what is incumbent upon 
us in this matter, and what I am ready to do at 
any moment; that is, to pay the expenses incurred 
But it seems to me to be 
making a most extravagant caricature of the posi- 
tion we occupy on this subject, to say that be- 
cause we do not wish the communication to be 
printed, we are offering the indignity of refusing 
to let the gentleman make his bow and depart. I 
assure my honorable friend from Louisiana that 
no man in this country is more heartily willing to 
let him make his bow and take his leave of us and 


| of this country, now and forever, than Tam. 1 | 


would instantly withdraw all objection to the print- 
ing, if the withdrawal and the printing would have 
that very salutary effect. 

Mr. BORLAND. 


difficult to accommodate my actions here to the 


wishes, I will not say ahs. of the particular | 


friends of Mr. Kossuth. I certainly, from the be- 
ginning, had no inteytion or wish to treat him with 
disrespect; but on thé contrary, to treat him with 
very great respect. ‘T’o show that I did so, I my- 
self introduced a resolution, which I thought a 


| proper one, recognizing him as the guest of the 


a long while since; for we have been talking and || 


speaking about Kossuth for half the session. We 
invited him here; we have had him among us; we 


extended to him the hospitalities of the nation; | 


and now, when he appears in our midst to make 
his bow, are we to say that we will not accept it, 
but that we will shove him out of doors, and tell 
him he has no business here? That I take to be 
the position of the honorable gentleman. 

Mr. BADGER. I think my honorable friend 
from Louisiana would find it very difficult to make 
out his proposition He says that those of us 


who are opposed to printing this communication | 


nation; inviting him hereto the capital; providing 
for his welcome when he got here; and I went a 
step further, and in order to complete the whole 


I have found it exceedingly | 


business at once, and to make it substantial as | 
well as formal, I provided in that resolution to pay 
| the expenses which might be incurred in conse- 


quence of his reception. How was that proposi- 
tion received? I was told by the peculiar friends of 


Mr. Kossuth—particularly by one gentleman who | 
seemed to have him in special charge, and who on | 


that occasion seemed to consider himself the es- 
pecial guardian of Kossuth’s honor and wishes, 


in this country—that I had offered a monstrous in- | 


dignity, and grossly insulted Mr. Kossuth by men- 


tioning money in connection with his name, in || 


order to pay his expenses. I find, however, that 
other friends of Mr. Kossuth have since brought 
forward, in a separate form, the proposition which I 
then made, aad which I was anxious should be 
adopted then. 1 did not wish to have this indi- 
vidual before us so often. I thought those who 


F 
setae Feb. 18, 
It Tespects 
r 7 . MNE to de 
and with which it ought not to oceupy itself, 
‘Mr. CLEMENS. I cannot say, as many 
those who have preceded me have said, 
g heretofore to say about this », 
‘ al) 
T have had a good deal to Bay abou: 
him; and I shall have a good deal more to 
There is a litde resolution lying upon ¢} 
very innocent upon its face, about whic 
have a good deal to say when it comes up for oo, 
sideration. I shall then draw a parallel Mieun 
the action of the Senate on two different ocensiny,. 
I shall remind the Senate that, just a few days |, 
fore the adoption of their first resolution y on he 
subject, a poor old woman, the only child of , 
revolutionary soldier, came here and asked foe 
bread to support the little remnant of her eyie. 
ence, and you gave hera stone. Now it js pr 
posed to pay to this man and his suite moy, 
money for Champagne and Burgundy, drank ;, 
one day, than would have supported that 
widow double the remnant of her life. But that 
is not the question on which I wish now to speak 
I want to know the use of printing this Jette, 
W hat use are we to put it to? How are we, 
use it? In what manner is it to be employed: 
The Senator from Louisiana asks, by what ry), 
are we governed in ordering the printing of publi 
documents? Why, weare governed by one plain, 
unvarying rule; and that is, when a document js 
presented here, upon which the action of the Sep. 
ate is required, it is printed for the use of thy 


o 


that I have 


to Say 
Ne table. 
h I sha 


hoor old 


| Senate; itis printed to enable us to act understand. 
| ingly on matters submitted to our consideration. 


and for no other purpose. 
any action upon this letter? Not at all. Why, 
then, is it to be printed? For our informatio): 
Why, all of us, who ever inteuded to read it, have 


Is it proposed to take 


| read it long ago. All of us who choseto swallow its 


_ the utmost limit in that respect. 


doctrines, have swallowed them long since. We 
all know every word that is to be printed and laid 
upon our tables. Then it is not for information, 


| it is not for the purpose of enabling us to act un- 


derstandingly upon the subject; but it is for some 
other purpose. What is that oe Asa 
mark of respect? We have paid him all the re- 
spect he deserved; yea, more, in my opinion, than 
a hundred such men deserve. e have gone to 
We have paid 
him the same honor which we paid to Lafayette; 
and respect can go no further. There is still an- 
other thing sought to be accomplished. It is to 
commit this Senate to the opinions and doctrines 


| which have been advanced by him. I shall engage 


in no such business. And let me warn those gen- 
tlemen who are so exceedingly anxious now to 
make capital out of this Kossuth humbug, that it is 


/adead humbug, and cannot be galvanized into life 


The man, or the party, who shall connect himself 
or itself with it, will go down as certainly as that 
the sun will rise to-morrow. Itis a dead humbug, 


| and cannot be galvanized into life. 


had due regard for his reputation would rather | 
preserve it, by not allowing him to come before | 
| the public so often as to become so common as to 


cease to be interesting. I wanted to treat him 
with respect, and to provide for meeting the ex- 
penses which might be incurred in consequence of 
treating him with respect. 
the whole matter at once, and be done with it. 


Although I was then charged with treating him | 


with disrespect, because I provided for taking care 
of him and paying for him ina substantial way, 
[am now charged, and others who agree with me 
are charged, with treating him with disrespect in 
another way—because we wil] not consider him 
further. It was disrespectful to provide for his 


| respectful treatment; and now we are treating him 
| with disrespect because we are unwilling to have 


any more to do with him. And one Senator has 
told us that the self-respect of the Senate requires 
this. TI am afraid there is too much “ respect” 


I wished to dispose of | 


Mr. DOWNS. If the humbug is dedd, as the 


_ gentleman supposes, why is it that gentlemen op- 
pose so strenuously this motion to print? Itis 


not quite so dead, as some of them seem to sup- 
pose. As to the effect of a refusal to print the 
document which is now before us, the Senator from 


_ North Carolina and myself are not perhaps likely 


to agree; but notwithstanding the ingenious man 


ner in which he has replied to my suggestion, ! 


| I viewed it. 


think it will be considered pretty much in the light 
There are some few circumstances 
connected with this subject which I did not think 
it was necessary to mention before, but to which 
I wil) now call the attentiongof the Senate 
One is this: Gentlemen were so very cautious !!) 
the admission of Kossuth, in the programme 0! 
arrangements on that occasion, that it was a sor 
of dumb show. No aprereeey of reply or ad 
dress was given to him. He had no opportunity 
of returning his thanks in the usual way at tie 
time of his reception. It seems to me that we 
ought to give hin some opportunity of returning 


| his thanks for the hospitalities tendered to him. 


Another circumstance which shows that to re 
fuse to print this communication would be 4 re 
fusal to receive his bow at departing, is the fact 
that it was addressed to the President of the United 
States before Kossuth left thiscity. It was written 
here in Washington city before he departed. This 
shows that it was his parting bow. Let the ee 
tleman from North Carolina construe it as he will, 
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‘ js the response of Kossuth, on his leaving || a rare specimen of it, I have a great mind to 
< hington, to the hospitalities extended to him || change my opinion. But as I am anxious to be 
Was he was here. And I say again, that if the || done with this whole matter, I believe I shall still 
ve enary course which is adopted when documents || vote against the motion. 
~~ sented here which are supposed to be in- Mr. BADGER. The Senator from Ohio has 
. oh and which it would be useful to pseserve, | referred to a remark which ] made yesterday, at 
oe youd with regard to this communication, || the conclusion of the reading of the letter of Kos- 
+m be considered that we treat Kossuth with | suth, that inasmuch as it had been read and list- | 
jigcourtesy - ; : | ened to with profound attention by the Senate, 
"Ag to the subject to which the Senator from unless the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass, ] or 
\labama has referred, when it comes up, it will || the Senator from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,} or 
bea matter for separate consideration. I do not || the Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Suretps,) desired 
now pretend to say what course I shall pursue on || some reference of it, [ would move to lay it on 
chat subject; but 1 can very well conceive that the | the table. Why, my remark was perfectly well 
jyestion involved in that resolution is very dif- | understood by every gentleman in the ¢ hamber 
ferent from that now before the Senate. and in the galleries. My meaning was this: that 
"Mr. CHASE. In submitting this motion, I had although this paper was directed to be read by the 
vot the slightest idea that [ was about to give oc- | Senate, so far as I could judge there were not half 
-agion to a protracted debate; nor in the sugges- || a dozen members of the body who paid the slight- 
sons which I made, did I suppose I was giv- || est attention to its reading, thus manifesting be- 


ing just oceasion to any one to say, that I charged || yond all dispute that the reading of the paper was 
the Senators who op osed this motion with inten- | a mere idle ceremony, and that nobody here want- 
ional discourtesy. But when it is asked, what is || ed to hear it. That is whatI meant. And now 
the use of printing this document? I answer, that || permit me to say, that I consider the motion to 
the use of it is to complete the record; itis to fulfill | print as standing gent on the footing of the 
‘he obligations which the Senate took upon itself, || proceeding to read. Nobody cares one copper 
when it determined to welcome this illustrious || about the printing ef this paper. No one sup- 
man. We have received him; we have paid him || poses it is worth one chincapin now or hereafter 
honors. He now returns to us his grateful ac- || to the American people. It is to be printed for 
knowledgments. ‘The communication in which || other purposes and other ends. 
he imbodies them, was addressed originally to the i A word now with regard to the remark of my 
President of the United States. By the President, \| friend from Louisiana, that there are some consid - 
through the Secretary of State, he was informed || erations to which I have not adverted which would 
that the President, in the ordinary course, cannot |; perhaps induce a different view of the propriety of | 
transmit such a document to the Senate. Hethen, || printing this document, and lead me to believe 
ion the suggestion of the Secretary of State, in- | with him that a refusal to print it would be an in- 
closed it to the Chair. The Chair received it. it || dignity. I wish merely to remind the Senator, 
was read to the Senate, and then the Senator from || that in reference to Kossuth’s reception on this 
North Carolina, with that manner for which he is || floor, it was arranged by a committee of very dis- 
so remarkable—which gives point and force to || tinguished gentlemen i had charge of that sub- 
censure and satire, conveyed in the language of || ject, to put it precisely on the foeting of the 
commendation and praise—took occasion to say, || reception of General Lafayette. General Lafay- 
that as we had all heard the document read, and | ette, when introduced into the Senate, did not open 
as it had no doubt duly impressed upon all a pro- || his mouth. He was simply introduced by the 
found sense of the importanceof the subject which | Presiding Officer, took the seat assigned to him, 
it discussed, and the sentiments which it promulga- || and the Senate adjourned, and he was introduced 
ted, he would move that it lie upon the table. It | to its members in their private and individual ca- 
then seemed to me due to courtesy, due to ourown || pacities. The committee resolved to preserve a 
self-respect, that this document should be printed. || precise accordance with what had taken place in 
| therefore made the motion to print. I am glad || the reception of General Lafayette in this Cham- 
to find that the majority of the Committee on | ber. Now, surely doing that cannot be tortured 
Printing concurred with me in opinion. into discourtesy to Louis Kossuth. Surely he sets 
Mr. President, [ do not wish to discuss the |! up no higher claims to the admiration and grati- 
principles which have been advanced by this illus- | tude of the American people than General Lafay- 
triousman. They are beforethe country. The || ette. For what should we admire him more? 
people are thinking of them, and they will decide || Has he higher and nobler qualities than one of the 
whether or not the requests which he makes of the || most gallant and noble men that ever sprung from 
American people, and through the American peo- || a nation of gallant and noble men? Has he any 
pleof their representatives, is reasonable and ought || greater claims on our gratitude? What has he 
to be granted. Other occasions will arise when || done for us? Nothing. He has come here and 
those questions can be properly discussed. The | lectured our people, and through them he has lec- 
Senator from Alabama says that Kossuth has al- || tured us in order to give us a new edition of polit- 
ready received more honors than he has deserved. || ical rules by which our conduct with foreign 
That is a question between that honorable Senator | Powers is to be regulated. It seems to me he can 
and a very large portion of the people of the Uni- | have no claim upon us either for admiration or 
ted States. [am much mistaken if it does not || gratitude higher than Lafayette. Did General 
turn out to be a question between the honorable || Lafayette send a letter to the Senate? Was any 
Senator and history itself. But be that as.it may, || letter of his printed? 
[ shall not go into the discussionnow. Inmoving || Mr. DOWNS. I would ask the gentleman 
to print this document all that I have asked of the | whether, if there had been a letter from Lafayette, 
Senate is simply that they will close the record of | its printing would have been refused ? 
the transactions connected with the welcome and Mr. BADGER. I will not make such a suppo- 
reception of Kossuth in the most appropriate | sition with respect to General Lafayette, because 
manner, by receiving with attention aa respect || it would suppose General Lafayette to be deficient 
the parting words of the gentleman whom they | of a quality which he possessed in an eminent 
have chosen to honor. * degree. He was a gentleman of real merit and 
Mr. RUSK. I do not intend to engage in this | real modesty. He was not disposed to thrust 
discussion; but I must say that it seems to me that || himself in with his political opinions, lectures, or 
thisman Kossuth isa little like Falstaff about wit; | dissertations, on what he thought ought to be the 
he has not only a good deal of talk in himself, but || policy of this country, by letters addressed to the 
he is the cause of talk in others. I have had noth- || public authorities, or speeches made to the people. 
ing to do with this matter from the beginning, || He behaved in that transaction of his life as he 
because I thought we had business enough of our | did in every other. It was the middle of his life, 
own to attend to without attending to Bieagary | suitable to its commencement, and harmonizing 
and Kossuth, and I was very anxious to get up a || gloriously with its termination—always able, pa- 
bill this morning of some importance. I shall || triotic, brave, and modest. 
Vote against the printing of this letter, for I do Mr. DOWNS. If there is anything in this 
not know how many more will follow it. I be- || document calculated to be construed into a lecture, 
lieve I have voted against everything of this kind | then I concede it would not be improper to op- 
hitherto, and I am strongly tenspted to change my | pose its printing. But I am sure that there is no 
course and vote for this motion, on the ground on } such thing in the letter before us. 
which this matter is put by the honorable Senator Mr. BADGER. I can point out one at once. 
from Michigan, as a specimen of the modesty of || In that letter he states that the United States had 
ossuth. As that is a scarce article, and this is | sent ‘‘a steam frigate to Asia in order to restore 
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me to liberty and activity." Weall know tha: 
the correspondence of the Executive Departmer 

of this Government directed the representation on 
which his release was to be asked of the Sulta: 
to be, that the object was to bring him here as a 
settler among us, as an emigrant, and to remove 
him from activity and power ior political agitation 

Mr. DOWNS. It Was not intended to confine 
him when he got here. 

Mr. BADGER. No, sir; but I suppose th: 
honorable Senator knows what Kossuth means 
by being restored to activity. He means that 
intended to restore him to liberty, and not to : 
quiet retreat in this country, but to activity AS u 
political agitator. His conduct here shows t} 
interpretation which he means to attach to th 
term, 

Mr. DOWNS. Even if the sentence to which 
the Senator from North Carolina takes exceptio: 
bears the interpretation which he gives it, still it 
does not amount to a lecture. It is a mere state 


‘ment of his impression of the transaction. | 


hope the gentleman will not consider Kossuth as 
delivering a lecture, because he takes a differen: 
view of that transaction. 
Mr. BADGER. It is not the true view 
Mr. SOULE. We are exhibiting, | should 

think, Mr. President, a very unusual, and certain 
ly a most uncalled-for, degree of susceptibility 
with respect to the motion now before the Senate 
What does it aim at? Simply at the printing of 
a communication which was transmitted on yes 
terday to this body through the medium of its 
Presiding Officer. The communication itself ema 
nates from the distinguished individual whom, by 
previous resolves, this Senate, acting in conjunc 
tion with the House of Representatives, had con 
stituted and proclaimed as the guest of the Amer 
can people; and the question arises whether or no 
that communication shall be'printed. Let us con 
sider on what grounds is the motion to print re 
sisted. From the remarks that have fallen from 
the lips of certain Senators, it would seem as it 
the printing of the document in which the com 
munication is contained was to impart to that com 
munication a character involving us in high and 
momentous responsibilities, and indeed making 
the advocates of the measure personally account 
able for the opinions and doctrines which the docu 
ment maycontain. Sir, it is now clear, and I wi 
not dispute with those who may choose to deny 
it, that such can be neither the bearing nor th: 
effect of our action on the proposition upon you 
table. We give it not any sanction. We print 
it, and that is all. What may be the judgment 
which the present generation will pass upon th 
merits and worth of the illustrious exile, and what 
rank will be awarded to him in history among th« 
apostles and martyrs of the cause in the defen 
of which he is pouring out his whole soul, it | 
not for me now to investigate and determin: 
That question will have its day, and shall in tim: 
be met. But I can hardly conceive that we should 
at this moment inquire what be the character tha: 
gives Kossuth any rightto address the country, and 
to address us on theoccasion which has elicited this 
document. Sir, he came not an uninvited and 
unknown wanderer toourshores. Hecame hiti 
er by the wishes of the American people, signi 
fied to the world through their constituted organ 
the Government; and it were more than strange, 
indeed, if afler you had reclaimed him from exile, 
and welcomed him to your land, to your capital, 
to the very halls of your parliament, you should 
now deny him the privilege of returning thank: 
for the hospitality and the honors you were thus 
pleased, and with lavish hands, indeed, to bestow 
upon him. What can be the object of such a de- 
nial? Senators admit that it is no longer in om 
power to blot out of our recorded proceedings the 
dreaded document. It went to the Journal on ves 
terday upon being read by your Secretary, und 
there it must remain, in spite of the fate whic! 
may await this motion. Sir, allow me to say that 
it would be past strange in us to minister such an 
undignified rebuke to our former proceedings. To 
those who can see but a dead humbug in the docu 


ment upon your table, and in those monuments of 
burning eloquence that have roused hundreds of 


thousands of our people to an enthusiasm ap 
proaching almost to frenzy, I would ask leave 
to say, Why should that dead humbug move you 
out of propriety and moderation? Fear you that 
the lurid carcass may haunt you at night, and dis 
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turb the quiet of your dreams? Sir, I am an 
unbeliever in the power of ghosts to do mischief. 
There are others who apprehend danger from the 
influence which may be exercised over our future 
destinies by the doctrines which have been lately, 
and are still now, proclaimed by that inspired mis- 
sionary of freedom, and who presume that it may 


be in their power, through the negative virtue of a ¢ 
| ate a report of the Postmaster General, showing 


a dissenting vote, to stem that torrent of thought 
and of wild wisdom, as some would call it, which 
is now flooding the land. Let me tell them to be 
composed and resigned. It were in vain—yes, in 
vain—that they would attempt to compress the 


surges of the popular sentiment. They will rise in 


spite of their efforts to avert a fantastic danger. 
Sir, it is idle to struggle against public opinion. 


The power exists not that can isolate the policy of 


this Government from the conscience of the na- 
tion. I shall vote for the printing. 

Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator from Louisi- 
ana, {Mr. Soure,] is totally mistaken as to the 
grounds taken by the opposition to this measure. 
He says that some of us have denounced it as a 
dead humbug. I did say so, and I say so again. 
That is my opinion. But no one hag intimated 
here, as the Senator from Louisiana seems to sup- 


pose, that there was danger of the sentiments | 


contained in that letter creating an unwholesome 
state of feeling in the public mind. No one has 
been foolish enough to intimate anything of that 
sort. There is not a sentence in the letter, there 
is not an idea advanced in it, which has not been 


ee over and over again; which has not | 


een strewed from one end of this Union to the 
other. There is nothing in it which can do harm; 
or if there is, the harm has been done already. 
Like the Senator from Louisiana, I am willing to 
trust to the people. I am willing to trust even to 
the first impulse of the great mass of the people. 


I do not require that you should wait even for the || Af ! 
| the Territory of Oregon,’’ and requesting the con- 
| currence of the Senate therein. 


sober second thought. Collect the people of this 
Union together, and let them vote this day, and 
there is not one twentieth part of them would sus- 
tain the doctrines Kossuth has advanced. 

It is from no apprehension either of the people 
or of Louis Kossuth, that we have opposed the 
printing of this communication. The Resta has 
misunderstood us entirely. What we do contend 
for is, that there is no necessity for the printing of 


this document; that it does not distribute informa- | 


tion. He does not ask us to distribute it among 
the people. We are asked to print it for our own 
information. 
W ho of us does not know every word that it con- 


tains? What have we to dread by its publication 


and its distribution here in this Senate Chamber? 
This is an unnecessary expenditure of the public 
money. This printing is useless, It is for no 
object. It is a waste of the public money, and 
that is the ground of the objection which has been 
urged against it. 

Whatever might be my feelings towards this 
individual; whether 1 entertained for him a very 
high or a very low degree of respect, I should still 
oppose the printing of this communication. — It 
is what Lafayette never asked. 
unusual, out of the course of business, without 
an object. 1 cannot comprehend it. What are 
we to do with the document after it is printed? 
You do not propose to print enough to distribute 
through the country. You communicate no in- 
formation to the country. You simply lay it on 
your own desks and require the Committee on 
Printing to incur the expense of furnishing you 
with the information which has already been fur- 
nished ever and over again. That is the objection 
to it. I have no fear of any consequences which 
may flow from it. We cannot suppress it if we 
desired to do so. Wedo not want to suppress it. 
I want it to go abroad through the land. I want 
every freeman in this Republic to read this letter. 
If some of them have been deluded heretofore, I 
think it will go very far towards banishing their 
delusion. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
print, and it was determined in the affirmative— 
yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Bright, Broadhead, Cass, Chase, Davis, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, 
Felch, Gwin, Hamlin, Jones of Lowa, McRae, Norris, 
Seward, Smith, Soulé, Stockton, Sumner, and Wade—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Borland, But- 
ler, Clarke, Clemens, Dawson, Fish, Geyer, Hunter, Jones 


of Tennessee, King, Miller, Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Spruance, 
Underwood, and Upbam—20. 
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Who of us will be informed by it? || 


| by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Morgan. 


It is something | 


| judges. 


| to. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to incorporate the 


| Sisters of Visitation of Washington, in the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. 


REPORT OF POSTMASTER GENERAL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 


the amount received for postages collected and 
postage stamps sold during the quarter ending the 
30th September, 1851; which was read, and or- 


‘ ° ° 1 
dered to be referred to the Committee on Finance 


aitd printed. 


TREASURY CONTRACTS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 


ate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


showing the contracts made by that Department | 
| during the year 1851; which was read, and ordered 
to be referred to the Committee on Finance and | 


printed. 


DRAWBACK UPON FOREIGN MERCHANDISE. 
The bill extending like privileges to those con- 
ferred by the act entitled ‘* An act allowing draw- 


| back upon foreign merchandise exported in the 
| original packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fé, in 
| Mexico, and to the British North American Prov- | 
| inces adjoining the* United States,’ approved | 
| March 3, 1845, to foreign merchandise exported 


to Mexico by certain indicated routes, was read 


| the second time, and considered as in Committee | 
of the Whole; and wo amendment being made, it | 
| was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 


MILEAGE OF DELEGATE FROM OREGON, 
A message from the House of Representatives 


| was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- 


nouncing that it had passed a bill entitled ‘* An 
act to regulate the mileage of the Delegate from 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


bill granting the right of way and making a grant | 
| of land to the State of lowa in aid of the construc- 
| tion of certain railroads in said State. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD addressed the Senate for | 
/an hour; and, without finishing, yielded to the 
| request of Senators, and 


The Senate adjourned. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, Febuary 18, 1852. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


Prayer 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the unfinished business of yesterday, being the 


| motion to reconsider the vote by which the House 
| refused to order to be engrossed and read a third | 
time the bill regulating the mileage of the Dele- | 
| gate from Oregon; and upon which the gentleman 


from Indiana {Mr. Henpricks] is entitled to the 


| floor. 


Mr. KING, of New York. I ask the unani- 


| mous consent of the House to report from the 


Committee on the Judiciary the bill to provide for 
the holding of the courts of the United States in 
case of the sickness or other disability of the 


It was read by its title, as follows: 
An act amendatory of an act entitled ‘* An act 
to provide for holding the courts of the United 


| States in case of the sickness or other disability 
| of the judges of the district courts,’’ approved July 
| 29, 1850. 


Mr. OLDS. 


I asked yesterday for leave to in- 


| troduce a report from the Committee on the Post | 
| Office and Post Roads, equally important with this 
| report, which was objected to. 


Mr. KING. I hope this will not be objected 
It will delay the Sf aah but a moment. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 object, and call 


| for the regular order of business. 


Mr. BOWIE. Lhope the gentleman: from Ten- 


| nessee will not press that call now. 
I shall object to every bill which | 
| is sought to be introduced by unanimous consent. | 
| Bills introduced in that manner have nar 


Mr. JONES. 


sumed a greater portion of the time of the House. 


I call for the regular order of business. 


GLOBE. 





I ask that it may be read for information. | 


con- | 
|| the law of 1818, and that he has drawn thet 
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Mr. BOWIE. I only desire to with 
papers from the files of the House, for the » 
of having them referred to the Senate. = 

There was no objection, and leave was 
ingly granted to withdraw from the files of 
House the papers of Zachariah Walker, f, “ts 
purpose of referring them to the Senate. >.“ 


MILEAGE OF THE DELEGATE or OREGON 
The House then proceeded to the considera);. 

of the subject of regulating the mileage , 

Delegate from Oregon. " 

Mr. HENDRICKS. When I gave way ,, 
yesterday for a motion to adjourn, I was replying 
to the interrogatory put to me on the day bef, 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, ry, 
Woopwarp.] He asked if the genera] lee of 
1818, regulating the compensation of members ,; 
Congress, does not limit the mileage of each mor, 
ber to the amount of his per diem. | had a. 
swered that I thought there was no such limitation 
when my colleague [Mr. Fircu] rose in his pac, 
and stated that the mileage of members of (). 
gress, under the existing general laws, could yo; 
exceed the per diem allowance. I have examinej 
the provision to which he alluded, but I find », 
such limitation. The only portion of the law whic) 
relates to this question is the following proviso 1 
the section which I read, viz: 

Provided always, That no Representative or Delegate 
shall be allowed a sum exceeding the rate of eight doljars 
a day, from the end of one session to the time of his taking 
his seat in another. 

Taken literally, this language includes both per 
diem and mileage, and would limit the entire com. 
pete to such sum as a per diem of eight do). 
ars would amount to during the recess betwee, 
the two sessions of a Congress. 

Mr. WOODWARD. If the gentleman yi 
allow me, I will state that the gentleman from Ip. 
diana [Mr. Fircn] stated the effect of this pro- 
vision correctly day before yesterday. He stated 
that the effect of that clause was to provide that 
the mileage and compensation of members sha! 
not exceed the aggregate sum of eight dollars per 
day for the three hundred and sixty-five days, and 
I think that is the correct statement. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. [I think that construction 
of the proviso cannot be sustained. The language 
does not import that, nor has it ever been so con- 
strued. There is a provisior*in this statute which 
enacts that in case any Representative or Delegate 
be detained by sickness on his journey to or from 
the session of Congress, he shall be entitled to his 

er diem compensation since the enactment of the 
aw. The construction of the proviso has been, 
that it is a proviso to this portion of the statute, 
and restricts and limits the mileage given under it, 
and that the per diem allowance of a member wh 
is taken sick upon his way to Congress or on his 
way home, shall not exceed what his per diem 
would have been during the vacation. I say that 
has been the construction put upon the proviso 
since its enactment, and I have no doubt that if it 
means anything, this is what it means. Then, 
sir, the law stands in reference to every member 
of Congress—every Representative of a State and 
every Delegate from a Territory, with one singe 
exception, that they shall receive eight dollars per 
day for every day they serve in Congress, and 
eight dollars for every twenty miles distance be- 
tween this Capitol and their places of residence. 
This, I say, is applicable to every gentleman upon 
this floor, and to every Senator, with one single 
exception; and that exception the Committee on 
Mileage by the pending bill have proposed to re- 
move. 

Mr. SMART. I desire to inquire whether this 
limitation does not extend also to the Delegates 
from New Mexico and Utah? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The limitation extends 
in terms, but not in effect. The compensation 0! 
the Delegates from Utah and New Mexico does no! 
amount to $2,500 under the law of 1818; so that 
the limitation does not apply to them at all. 

Mr.SMART. I called at the office of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms this morning, and I understood 
lyim to say that the Delegate from Utah had draw2 
his mileage up to the utmost limit of $2,500. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I desire to say that I have 
not drawn that amount. “ 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The gentleman from Utah 
tells me that his mileage amounts to $2,100 under 


draw 80me 


ORS 


accord. 


Alior 


f the 


to 


amount. At the first session of the Thirty-firs' 








‘eb. 18, 


hdraw 80n 

the PUrpoge 
was accord. 
files of t b 
ker, for the 


Le, 


OREGoy, 
onsiderat; : 
eage of ; : 


Ve Way 
‘as replying 
day befin. 
lina, [M, 
tral law of 
Members »¢ 
“each mem. 
had ap. 

h limitatis 
in his place 
€rs of Cop. 
By could hot 
'e €Xamined 
ut I find no 
e law which 
; Proviso t 


| OY Delegare 
eight dollars 
2 of his taking 
“S 


les both Der 
entire con- 
f eight d 


SS between 


leman yl! 
an from In- 
f this pro. 

He stat i 
rovide that 
nbers sha! 
dollars per 
e days, and 


onstruction 
ne language 
€en 80 con- 
atute which 
or Delegate 
to or from 
titled to his 
ment of the 
» has been, 
he statute, 
n under it, 
ember wh 
8 or on his 
$ per diem 
I say that 
he provis 
bt that if it 
is. Then, 
ry member 
a State and 
one sing 
dollars per 
ress, and 
istance be- 
residence 
eman upon 
one single 
mmittee on 
osed to re- 


hether this 
Delegates 


yn extends 
ensation of 
ro does not 
8; so that 
t all. 

of the Ser- 
inderstood 
had drawn 
500. 

that I have 


from Utah 
100 under 
‘awn that 
hirty-first 


Congress & law was passed entitled ‘ An act to 
spply a deficiency in the appropriation for pay 
wnd mileage of members of Congress for —— 
ont session.” ‘Lhe gentleman from South Caro- 
na, (Mr. Onr,] @ lawyer of high standing and 
‘poutation in his own State—and his reputation is | 
wt eonfined to his own State—gave it as his opin- | 
se that the proviso to that law is permanent in its 
fect, and that it now regulates the compensation | 
of the Delegate from Oregon. I will read the law 
«o far as it applies to this question. The title is, | 
«An act to supply a deficiency in the appropria- | 
tion for the pay and mileage of members of Con- | 
vvess for the present session.’’ The first section 
*. as follows: 

"Phat the sum of one hundred and sixty thousand dol- 
lars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
savmentof mileage and per diem of the Senators, members of 
‘ho House of Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, at 
‘ye present session: two thousand three hundred and thirty 
4 jars for additional expense of stationery for members of 
the House of Representatives, during the present session: | 
provided, That the mileage of the Senators and Representa- | 
+ ves from California, and the Delegate from Oregon, be com- 
sted according to the most usual traveling route within the 
mits of the United States; and the per diem of said Sena- 
tors and Representatives for this session shall commence 
fom the day on which the Constitution of California was 
frst communicated to the two Houses of Congress, respec- 
tively.” 

It is this proviso to this appropriation bill which 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] | 
thinks now regulates the compensation of the Dele- | 
cate from Oregon. 

* Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) With the permission 
of the gentleman from Indiana, I desire to call the | 
attention of the House to this fact in the act which 
that gentleman has just now read. In every clause | 
of that act ‘there is a special reference had to this 
wsion. Forinstance, the sum of $160,000 is appro- 
priated for the payment of mileage of the Senators | 
and members at the present session—for $2,000 at 
the present session; but the mileage which is in the | 
proviso, the present session is not introduced. In 
the last clause of the proviso, however, relating to 
the per diem compensation of members, the pres- 
ent session is again introduced. So that the act in- 
dicates clearly, according to my conception, by | 
its reference, in every provision and in every 
clause, except this one, that the appropriation 
is made for the present session, and even in the 
latter clause of this proviso it is introduced, while 
the provision for the mileage of the Delegate from 
Oregon remains general, that that proviso was de- 
signed to remain permanent. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I should 
have been glad if the committee could have adopt- 
ed that construction of this provision, for then this 
question would not now have been before the 
House. But, sir, of what is this a proviso? It is | 
a proviso to a law which is for a special purpose, 
and temporary in its operations. It is a proviso 
toan appropriation law, and more, sir, to a defi- 
ciency appropriation bill. And what is a proviso 
inalaw? It is that which qualifies, or restricts, 
orconstrues that which precedes and forms the | 
body of the law. This proviso is connected with 
what goes before; it is a qualification of it; else it 
is not a proviso. That gentleman, [Mr. —ane 
upon reflection, will recollect that it is a recognize 
and well-settled rule of construction, that a proviso 
to a statute, unless the words of the proviso 
indicate clearly and beyond all doubt another 
intention, cannot have an effect in point of time 
beyond the operation of the statute to which it is | 
attached. This is an appropriation law to pay the 
compensation and mileage of members of Con- 
gress; and that appropriation is qualified by a pro- 
viso that the mileage of the Delegate from Oregon 
be computed by the overland route. That is what 
the statute means, in my judgment. I will read a | 
a of adecision of the Supreme Court of the | 

nited States, in a case analogous to this. It is 
the case of Minis vs. The United States, in 15 | 
Peters, 423. The suit was brought by the United || 
Slates against Minis, who was a surgeon in the 
Army, for moneys of the United States received 
y him as agent for the Government, but not dis- 
bursed by him. He claimed to retain it as com- 
mission upon moneys by him disbursed as agent | 
for the Government in the removal of the Chero- 
kee Indians from their residence on this side of the 
Mississippi to their residence upon the other side. 
The disbursements were made in the year 1836-7. 


pute 





| 
Tn 1835, there was a law passed ‘‘ making cer- | 


tain additional appropriations for the Delaware 


_ THE 


contains the following proviso: 


| the session of 1835. 


' admit of no other reasonable interpretation. 


| court in that case—* is generally either to except something | 


The act which makes tbe specific appropriation 
I pproy 


“ Provided, That no officer of the Army shall receive any | 
percentage or additional pay, extra allowance, or compensa- | 
tion, in any form whatsoever, on account of the disbursing | 
any public money appropriated by law during the present | 
session for fortifications, execution of surveys, works of in- | 
ternal improvement, building of arsenals, purchase of sup 
plies of any description, or tor any other service or duty | 
whatsoever, unless authorized by law.” | 

It speaks of disbursements of appropriation of 

. | 
that session, and then says that no additional com- | 
pensation shall be made to any officer for any other | 
services. Under that provision, the United States | 
in that case claimed that no compensation should 


additional services rendered to the Government. 
The Court, speaking upon this subject, uses this | 
language: 


“The argument on behalf of the United States is, that 
this proviso, although found in a mere appropriation law of | 
a limited nature, is to be construed, by reason of the words 
‘or for any other service or duty whatsoever, unless au- 
thorized by law,’ to be permanent in its operation, and ap- 
plicable to all future appropriations, where officers ef the 
Army are employed in such service or duty; and thrat it 
appears from the record, that this was the very ground on | 
which the ‘Treasury Department rejected the claim of | 
Doctor Minis for commissions. The same question has 
been made and fully argued in the case of Gratiot vs. The | 
United States, at the present term; and we have given it 
our delibrate consideration. We are of opinion that such 
is not the true interpretation of the terms of the proviso; 
and that it is limited exclusively to appropriations made at 


| 
| 
j 





“It would be somewhat unusual to find ingrafted upon | 
an act making special and temporary appropriation, any | 
provision which was to have a general and permanent ap- | 
plication to all future appropriations. Nor ought such an | 
intention on the part of the Legislature to be presumed, | 
unless it is expressed in the most clear and positive terms, | 
and where the language admits of no other reasonable in- | 
terpretation. The office of a proviso, generally, is either | 
to except something from the enacting clause, or to qualify | 
or restrain its generality, or to exclude some possible ground | 
uf misinterpretation of it, as extending to cases not intended 
by the Legislature to be brought within its purview. <A gen- | 
eral rule, applicable to all future cases, would most natu 
rally be expected to find its proper place in some distinct 
and independent enactment.”’ 


I ask gentlemen to notice the language of the || 


. - | 
Supreme Court in that case. The terms of the act | 


* The office of a proviso’’—to use the language of the 


from the enacting clause, or to qualify or restrain its gen- 
erality, or to exclude some possible ground of misinterpre- 
tation of it, as extending to cases not intended by the Legis- 
lature to be brought within its purview. A general rule, 
applicable to all future cases, would most naturally be ex- 
pected to find its proper place in some distinct and inde 
pendent enactment.”’ 


The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
has referred to a provision to be found in the gen- 
eral appropriation bill of the last Congress. It is 
a provision found in connection with the appropri- 
ation for the public survey. It is as follows: 

‘“* Provided, That no land bounty for military services 
granted by the act of 28th of September, 1850, entitled ‘ An 
act granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
have engaged in the military service of the United States,’ 
or by virtue of any other act of Congress heretofore passed, 
granting land bounties for military services, shall be satisfied 
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breakwater, and for certain harbors, and for re- 
moving obstructions in and at the mouth of certain | 
rivers, for the year in 1835.”’ 

' 


moments to the merits and demerits of the pro- 
posed bill. And first, sir, 1 do not advocate this 
bill, [did not report it, upen the ground that I 
approved of the existing law. I think that the 
law of 1818 ought to be amended, and I[ expect 
that the Committee on Mileage will make a report 
upon that snbject. A bill is pending before the com- 
mittee, and when the committee shall have come to 
a conclusion upon the subject, and decided upon 
their report, the matter will be brought before this 
House, and then | expect to give my views upon 
the question, I will say now that { am in favor 
of a change of the law, so that the compensation 
of the members of this House, so far as their 
mileage is concerned, shall be estimated by some 
direct route—by some route to be ascertained by 


I || another department of Government than by our- 
be allowed to this surgeon of the Army for those |, 


selves. 1 say it is not worthy of this body, 
that members of Congress should be called upon 


to decide their own compensation. And this is 
| the great objection I have to the present law. To 


|| fix the service of his brother members is not a 


duty which any man desires to perform, and | 
wish to see the law changed so as to devolve this 
duty upon others than members. I would like to 
see the law so changed that the Post Office De- 


|} partment shall decide the mileage of members by 


| the mail routes. And I would say further, if we 
shall adopt this system of direct routes, then, as a 
matter ef course, the Delegate from Oregon will 
be governed by the same principle of legislation as 
other members. When we make this reform in 
| the law, then we will bring the Delegate from Or- 
ezon and the members from California to the same 
principle of compensation with other gentlemen. 
lf we have no mail route over the country we can 
establish some distance and ascertain the mileage 
to which they will be entitled by a direct route. 

1 will now notice some of the objections urged 
by the honorable gentleman from Vermont, | Mr. 
Hesarv.} When | heard his speech yesterday I 
was not sure that | understood him correctly, but 
when I came to read his printed speech I find I did 
not mistake his language. He says: 


“T do not know what injustice there is about it. I have 
not heard one gentleman, who has undertaken to show that 
the pay given to this Delegate from Oregon was not an 
equivalent for the service he renders here.” 


| With regard to the question which the gentle- 
| man raises, and the proposition involved in his 
remarks, that we shall estimate each gentleman’s 
compensation by the actual services performed 


|| here, I undertake to say that the honorable Del- 


egate from Oregon has given an earnest to the 
| country in his past services that the services which 
he shall render in future will be commensurate 
with the compensation to be given to him. And 
it is a singular question for the gentleman from 
Vermont to raise upon the distinguished Delegate 
from Oregon, whether he earns $2,500 or not. 
We say the Delegate from Oregon is not ade- 
| quately compensated, because he is not placed upon 
a level with the rest of us. We ask that he shall 
be placed upon the same platform with every 
other member of Congress. 1 would not ask the 
honorable gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Hes- 


| 
| 


| 





out of any public land not heretofore brought into market, 
and now subject to entry at private sale under existing 
laws.”’ 


Mr. Speaker, I say that is no proviso. That is 


legislation upon an independent subject, not in any | 


way connected with the public survey. It does 
not limit the provisions of the law which precedes 
it, and does not exclude misconstruction. That 
proviso—it is called a proviso—does not perform 


| the office of a proviso. I say it is an independent | 


enactment upon an independent separate subject, 
and performs none of the functions of a proviso to 
the preceding enactment. 


But I will not occupy any more time upon this | 


arp] if his services are worth more to the coun- 
\| try than the amount of his mileage and per diem. 
li Itisa question which I ought not toask. It isa 
| question, the answer to which might be embar- 

rassing. I do not know whether it would hurt 
|| his feelings or not, or whether it would flatter the 
gentleman’s constituents or not. It is a question 
|| which he ought not to propound in reference to 
|| the services of the honorable Delegate from Or- 
||egon. I say, sir, that the Delegate from Oregon 
has performed services for this country which 
gives us a good guarantee that he will compensate 
|| the country in faithful services for what shall be 
paid him under the general law. 





subject. I will say that the Committee on Mile- 
age, at the last session of Congress, gave the con- 
struction to the law which I have mentioned, that 
this proviso to the appropriation bill was tem- 
porary in its effect, and ceased to operate at the 
close of the session at which it was passed. I un- 
derstand that the Judiciary Committee in the Sen- 
ate gave it a different construction during the last 
Congress, but that that decision has since been 


| reversed. But lam not certain upon that ques- 


tion. In reference to the compensation of the 
Delegate from Oregon, there is but one law, and 
that is the provision in the territorial bill. 

Now, I Tie to turn my attention for a few 


| The gentleman from Pennsylvania {|Mr. Sre- 
| vens] argues that the Delegate from Oregoncomes 
| here with a vested right to $2,500 under the or- 
| ganic law of the Territory, and that the Govern- 
| ment has a vested right to his services; and that if 
| 120re than that sum 1s paid him, it isa gratuity. 
| If the honorable gentleman, by the use of these 
| terms, means that the compensation of a member 
| of Congress being fixed by law, cannot be changed 
| during his teym—that it is a fixed legal compensa- 
|| tion, which Congress has no legal or constitutional 
|| power to alter, I do not agree with him. If he 
| means that there is a moral obligation upon. the 
| Government, that the compensation of any pub- 
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lic officer shall not be redaced during his term, | | 
agree with him; but when he talks about vested 
rights—that Congress has no power to change the 
law compensating members of Congress, | do not 
concur with him. I understand him to be an ad- 
vocate of reform upon the mileage question, but, 
under his doctrine of vested rights, I want to 
know when that reform could be brought about ? 
When can we change the law and not affect the 
compensation of Senators. This law of 1818 
regulates the compensation of Senators, Represent- 
atives, and Delegates, and under the doctrine of 


the gentleman it cannot be amended so as to | 


change the compensation of a Senator now chosen. 
Owing to the peculiar organization of that body 
you never could bring a law into force at a time 


at which it would not affect some man who was | 


holding that office, unless, peradventure, you put 
its Operation off six years. ‘Then, perhaps, you 
might. ‘The position the gentleman assumes for- 
ever forbids amendment of the present law. 


But | 


THE CONGR 


| law. 
}; Cause 


| then close. 





session. He knew that his predecessor was not || because they have to leave 


limited by the restriction of the territorial law, but | 
that he received a mileage compensation. I there- | 
fore say, that the argument of the member has 
lost its force with relation to the compensation of 
the Delegate from Oregon. He was not expected 
to know theJaw more.than gentlemen upon this 
floor who differ widely in respect to it. Now, I 
will briefly notice a few other arguments, and will 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Toomss] contends that the present mileage law is | 
very unjust, very unequal, and that we ought not 
to compensate the Delegate from Oregon under that 
He says that it is unequal and unjust be- 
one man receives more money from the 
Government than another. The dollars that we 
receive from the public Treasury is the rule by 


which he estimates the equality of position of | 
In my judgment there is | 


honorable gentlemen. 


| another rule than the dollar rule which the gentle- 


Congress has never adopted his doctrine. In 1816 || 


the compensation was changed so as to give a sal- 
ary, and that was made to affect the members of 
that Congress, In 1818 that law was repealed, 
and the new law took effect during that Congress. 


{am not in favor, Mr. Speaker, I will here say, | 


of imitating the example of these two Congresses, 
which I have mentioned. I am not in favor of 


amending the law so as to affect the ee 


of Representatives during this session—during the 
same session at which the law is changed. Mem- 
bers ought not to legislate upon their own com- 
pensation any further than it 1s possible for them 
to avoid, 

Again: the gentleman says the Delegate from 
Oregon came here under a vested right, knowing 
the law; and he dwells with some force upon the 
fact that the honorable Delegate was once the Gov- 
ernor of Oregon,and at the ume the law was passed 
which changed the compensation of the delegate 
from that Territory. ‘The present Delegate then 
was not the Governor of that Territory. Party pro- 
scription had driven him from that position to 
which his services to the country had elevated 
him. I will take that back, I will not charge it 
upon the party. I do not believe the Whig party 
is responsible for that odious act. I believe it was 
the personal feelings of the then incumbent of the 
presidential chair, which induced the removal of 
the honorable Delegate from his position. Difti- 
culties growing out of the vindication which the 
honorable Delegate from Oregon had made of the 
Indiana troops against the report of their com- 
mander, caused his removal from that position. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Stevens} 
dwells upon the fact that the Delegate was Gov 
ernor of that Territory, and knew the law. He 
quotes an old maxim of law, that all men are bound 
to know the law—a maxim under which unfor- 
tunate men were often executed in England when 
they were guilty of no moral offence—an axiom 
of law that every man is bound to know the law 
which prevailed in England when the statutes took 
effect and were in force from the first day of the 
session of Parliament. And the gentleman desires 
io adopt towards the Delegate from Oregon this 
iron and unjust maxim of the English law. So 
odious has this principle of the law heen to the 
States of this Confederacy, that in a majority of 
them it has been provided in their constitutions, 
that no law shall take effect until it has been pub- 
lished, unless the public good or the exigencies of 
the times require it. The gentleman says thatthe 
Delegate knew the law. | say that honorable gen- 
tlemen upon this floor and committees of Congress 
differ in reference to the law giving compensation 
to that Delegate. ‘The gentleman from South Car- 
olina (Mr. Orr] thinks that his compensation is 
regulated by the law of 1850, while other gentle- 
men of this House think that the law organizing 
the territorial government governs his compen- 
sation. Yet the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
although there is this uncertainty about the law, 
says that the Delegate is bound to know it. This 
law of 1850 had hardly reached Oregon when the 
gentleman was elected as the Delegate. He was 
not then Governor. He was a private citizen, 
and following his own pursuits, and not, I sup- 
pose, reading with great care the special appro- 
priation bills of Congress—bills which very few 
men read. Then how was the Delegate to know 
what the law of compensation was’ He knew 
that his predecessor had received $3,452 at the last 


| miles. 


man mentions. 
defines our rights, and protects us. We are un- 
equal when there is for one man one legislation, 
and for another man a different legislation. That 
is all | have to say in reference to that argument 
of the gentleman. Let us see how unequal the 
law is as it stands, and how much more unequal 
the gentleman would make it by the amendment 
he would propose. A 

mere traveling expenses is to be regarded as com- 
pensation—as salary, and that that ought to be 
divided equally amongst the members of Con- 
gress—that above the actual expenses in ap- 


| proaching the capital and returning from it we 


ought to be equal. 


regulating the compensation of members. 
The Delegate from Oregon has to come, in ap- 
proaching this capital, more than seven thousand 


that $600 ought to be allowed him for coming 
and returning, and that all above that that he re- 
ceives should be the same that a gentleman living 


We are equal when we stand | 
upon the same law, when it prescribes our duties, | 


He says that all above the | 


I think that would be a more | 
unequaland more unjust law than the one at pres- | 
ent 


It costs, the gentleman says, $300; and | 


within fifty miles of this capital would receive. | 
| How does he compensate the Delegate for the 


time spent in the journey? It takes from thirty- 
five to forty days to reach the seat of Govern- 


ment from that Territory, and by the overland | 


route it would take several months. 
man would make no compensation to the Dele- 
gate for the time spent in getting here and return- 
ing home. 
time for which he would receive no compensation. 
He makes no estimate in his rule of equality for 
the fact, that the Delegate must turn his back upon 
his family—upon his business. The gentleman 


There would be then three months of | 


from Georgia lives within seven or eight hundred | 


miles from the capital. 
his family requtred it—if no business of general 


If the circumstances of | 


importance was on hands, or if the interests of | 


his constituency did not require him to be here— 
he might absent himself from the House—as I 


| believe he did, during the first part of this session. 


I do not refer to the fact that the gentleman from | 


Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] were absent from 
their seats, for the purpose of criticism. They, 
no doubt, when they left their seats, felt it to be 
their duty todo so. They did not feel that they 
deserted their public duties by going. The 

were, on account of their living near the capital, 
enabled to go home within a day or two. 


were able to leave the Halls of Congress, and go | 
home to attend to their private afiairs, and in the | 
practice of the Jaw to keep up their business. | 
This, sir, | suppose is worth something to gentle- | 


men living near the capital. I suppose the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania would not give up this 


advantage of his, in keeping up his business at | 
home, for the whole mileage of the Delegate from 


Oregon. In his estimate, the gentleman from 
Georgia does not take that into consideration. 
Why is it that we pay foreign ministers when 


they leave this country $9,000 going, and $9,000 | 


returning, and $9,000 each year for staying? It 


is not merely to defray their expenses in going, | 
because they can go toany court of Europe sooner, | 
and at less expense and risk of life and health | 


than the honorable Delegate from Oregon can 
come to this capital. It is not for that, then. It 
is not to enable them to imitate the courtly and 
costly fashions of Europe. 
such purpose. We compensate them thus largely 





Certainly it is for no | 
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The gentle- || 


| question ? 


hey || 


\.and acted. upon, 





I have remarked that the law 


tion. 


at all. 


Not one. 


cents per mile. 


|| equal and unjust. 
| bers are pai 


Mileage offer to a 
evil of which wea 


complained of. 


ocky Mountains 
a good beginning, 


i 


complaim? 


their country. »... 
family, and their business. The gen Ys their 


Oregon is as far removed from his h 
| business as any minister when he lea 
| try and goes to any court in Europe 
gentleman from Georgia would give him th 
|| compensation as is received by a me 
| within thirty or one hundred miles of 
as it now Stands 
| compensates every member of Congress by 
rule—a per diem allowance and mileage 
single exception, and that exteption 
| against the honorable Delegate from Oregon, 
| ask to remove this exception; and shall it Not } 
removed? My colleague from Indiana [{Mr, Pap. 
KER] on yesterday said no such exception oyoh, 
to be taken prejudicial to the Delegate from Ore. 
| gon—that his services to the country haye maj, 
him the object of so much interest to the country 
_ that this exception to his prejudice ought not 4, 
be made. I think there is fares in that sugges. 
If we are going to make a discriminatin 
against one man, let it not be against the Dele. 
gate from Oregon, who has rendered such disiip. 
| guished services to the country. But [ do no 
claim that this bill shall be passed upon that 
ground—that the Delegate from Oregon has mae 
himself a name, and secured a place in the hearts 
of his countrymen by his gallant services. | a} 
it for no such reason. I ask that it shall be passe) 
to place him upon an equality with the rest of the 
| members of Congress—that he shall not be made 
an exception, but that his compensation shall be 
estimated by the same rule that regulates the com. 
|| pensation of the rest of the members of Congress, 
And then, Mr. Speaker, [ will be in favor of 
amending the general law limiting the mileage by 
more certain enactments, and by such amend 
ments the Delegate from Oregon will be equally 
affected with other Representatives. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The House have given 
this subject an importance which, in my humble 
opinion, it does not require; still, I believe it to 
be my duty to give the House and the country 
the reasons which have governed my vote. | 
would like to know what the inequality of mileage 
and the pay of members has to do with this ques. 
|’ tion, abstractly and properly speaking? Nothing 
No more than the gallant services of the 
gentleman from Oregon has to do with it. What 
has the great question of retrenchment, economy 
and reform, which was brought im by my friend 
from Georgia, [Mr. Toompgs,] to do with this 
Is there a solitary member who has 
addressed the House, but what admits that the 
| present pay of members of Congress is wrong 
and improper, and ought to be remedied. | wil! 
not dispute but what that is the feeling of every 
gentleman who has addressed the House; but as 
acts speak louder than words, J would be pleased 
to see any gentleman who speaks of the want of 
attention to economy and reform, make a propo 
sition to remedy this evil. 
sition of this kind been made to remedy the evil’ 
You cannot fix the system of mileage 
without producing injustice to some one, whether 
you fix it at two cents, at twenty cents, or forty 
The distance will make it un 
If, then, it is an evil—if mem- 
improperly, as we all believe—tor 
I have been here seven sessions, and this ques 
| tion of mileage, like Monsieur Tonson, comes 
again before us, and we have had long and loud 
speeches upon it—why not vote to give a bona fide 
and proper annual compensation to all the mem- 
bers, with just enough to 
able traveling expenses ? 
| adjust this matter finally and permanently. Has 
anybody proposed it? 
ply the pruning hook to 
i Not at all. 
‘entire action of this House consists merely i" 
/ complaints. Proper action will remedy the ev" 
hen Congress passed this ter 
ritorial bill for Oregon, we all labored under the 
impression that this mileage system was wrong 
For by it, the greater the distance the greater the 
injustice, And when you crossed the vast Rocky 
seunteian, and entered upon the Pacific border, 
in the formation of that territorial bill Congress 
‘put in a provision that the Delegates west of the 
R should receive $2,500. It wes 
and if it had been carried ov! 
{ would have submitted to " 
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